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PREFACE. 

OF  the  numerous  readers,  and  anfvverers, 
of  Mr.  Burke's  longexpedled  Rejiec* 
tions  on  the  Revolution  in  France,  the  atten- 
tion of  the  greater  part  will  be  chiefly 
drawn  to  thofe  pafTagcs  which  more  im- 
mediately relate  to  the  civil  conjlitution  of 
that  kingdom.  Thefe  I  have  not  negleded. 
But,  what  I  have  more  particularly  replied 
to,  is  what  he  has  advanced  on  civil  ejlct' 
hlijhments  of  religion ^  which  makes  no  fmall 
figure  in  his  performance,  and  which  ap- 
pears to  be  a  fubjed  not  generally  under- 
flood. 

It  is  with  very  fenfible  regret  that  I  find 
Mr.  Burke  and  myfelf  on  the  two  oppofitc 
fides  of  any  important  queftion,  and  efpeci- 
ally  that  I  muft  now  no  longer  clafs  him 
among  the  friends  of  what  I  deem   to  be 
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the  caiije  of  liberty^  civil  or  religious,  af- 
ter having,  in  a  pleafing  occafional  inter- 
courfe  of  many  years,  coniidered  him  int 
this  refpedlable  light.  In  the  courfe  of 
his  public  life,  he  has  been  greatly  be- 
friended by  the  DiiTenters,  many  of  whom 
were.enthufiaflically  attached  to  him  ;  and 
we  always  imagined  that  he  was  one  on 
whom  we  could  depend,  efpecially  as  he 
fpoke  in  our  favour  in  the  bufinefs  of  fub- 
fcription,  and  he  made  a  common  caufe 
with  us  in  zealoufly  patronizing  the  liberty 
of  i^merica. 

That  an  avowed  friend  of  the  American 
revolution  fhould  bean  enemy  to  that  of  the 
French,  which  arofe  from  the  fame  general 
principles,  and  in  a  great  meafure  fprung 
from  it,  is  to  me  unaccountable.  Nor  is  it 
much  lefs  difficult  to  conceive  how  any  per- 
fon,  who  has  had  America  in  his  eye  io 
lono-  as  Mr.  ^urke  muft  neceflarily  have 
contemplated  it,  could  be  fo  imprelTed,  as 
he  appears  to  b^,  in  favour  of  ecclejiajlical 
ejlahlijhnients.     That  country  he  fees  to  flou- 
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rifh  as  much  as  any  other  in  the  annals  of 
hiftory,  without  any  civil  eftablifhment  of 
religion  at  all.  There  he  mufl:  fee  the  civil 
government  goes  on  very  well  without  it. 
It  neither  flands  in  need  of  religion,  nor 
does  religion  ftandin  needof  it.  For  Ame- 
rica is  fo  far  from  being  a  country  of  athe- 
ifts  and  unbelievers,  that  there  is,  1  doubt 
not,  a  flronger  general  fenfe  of  reli- 
gion there  than  in  any  other  part  of  the 
world. 

In  America  alfo,  and  indeed  in  every  other 
part  of  the  known  world,  except  the  fouthern 
part  of  this  particular  ifland,  Mr.  Burke  fees 
all  civil  offices  open  to  perfons  of  all  religious 
perfuafions  without  diftindtion,  and  with- 
out any  inconvenience  having  been  known 
to  arife  from  it ;  and  yet  here  he  joins  with  a 
bigotted  clergy,  in  rigorouily  confining 
them  to  the  members  of  the  eftablKhed 
church.  But  even  this  is  not  fo  extraor- 
dinary as  his  not  fcrupling  to  clafs  all  the 
enemies  of  eftablifhments  with  cheats  and 
hypocrites^    as    if  our     opinions     were    fo 
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palpably  abfurd,  that  no  honefl  man  could 
poffibly  entertain  them. 

Some  are  difpofed  to  afcribe  this  change 
in  Mr.  Burke's  views  and  politics,  to  his 
refentment  of  the  treatment  of  the  coa^ 
lition  by  the  Diflenters.  And  certainly 
fo  fudden  an  union  of  Mr.  Burke  and  his 
friends  with  Lord  North,  with  whom  they 
had  been  in  a  (late  of  violent  oppofition  dur- 
ing the  whole  of  the  American  war,  did  fill 
the  DifTenters,  but  not  the  DiiTenters  only 
(for  the  lliock  afFe<5led  the  greater  part  of  the 
nation)  with  horror.  In  this  it  is  pofiible 
they  might  have  judged  wrong,  lifteningto 
no  reafon  againft  the  effedl  of  the  firft:  un- 
favourable imprejfion  ;  but  they  certainly 
acled  from  the  bell:  principles,  an  attach- 
ment to  liberty,  virtue,  and  confiftency  ; 
and  they  lamented  the  fall  of  Mr.  Burke,  as 
that  of  a  friend  and  a  brother. 

However,  the  queftion  before  the  reader, 
is  not  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  any 
particular  man*s  condud-,  but  the  wifdoui 
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of  great  meafures  of  government ;  as  whe- 
ther it  be  right,  and  wife,  to  conne(5  the 
bufinefs  oi  religion  with  that  of  the  y?^/^,  in 
the  manner  in  which  it  is  done  in  this  coun- 
try, and  whether  the  French  nation  is  jufti- 
fiable  in  their  attempts  to  change  their  arbi- 
trary form  of  government  for  another  which 
they  deem  to  be  more  favourable  to  their 
interefls  and  natural  rights. 

The  queflion  alfo  with  refped  to  ihem^ 
is  not  whether  they  have  taken  the  very  befl 
methods  poilibleto  gain  their  end,  but  whe- 
ther the  thing  itfelf  was  worth  their  aiming 
at,  and  whether  they  have  been  thofe  'very 
great  fools  that  Mr.  Burke  makes  then!  to  be. 
After  all,  mankind  in  general  will  judge 
by  the  event.  If  they  fucceed  in  eflablifli- 
ing  a  free  government,  they  will  be  ap- 
plauded for  their  judgtnent,  as  well  as  for 
thcfpirit  that  they  have  fhewn  5  and  if  they 
fail,  they  will  be  condemned  for  their, pre- 
cipitancy and  folly,  Thus  every  fuccefsful 
revolt  is  termed  a  revolution,  and  every  un- 
fuccefsful  one  a  rebellion. 

A  4  If 


viii  PREFACE. 

If  the  principles  that  Mr.  Burke  now  ad- 
vances (though  it  is  by  no  means  with  per- 
fedl  confiftency)  be  admitted,  mankind  are 
always  to  be  governed  as  they  have  been 
governed,  without  any  enquiry  into  the 
nature,  or  origin,  of  their  governments.  The 
choice  of  the  people  is  not  to  be  confidered, 
and  though  their  happinefs  is  aukwardly 
enough  made  by  him  the  end  of  govern- 
ment J  yet,  having  no  choice,  they  are  not 
to  be  the  judges  of  what  is  for  their  good. 
On  thefe  principles,  the  church,  or  the Jiafe, 
once  eftabliflied,  muft  for  ever  remain  the 
fame.  This  is  evidently  the  real  fcope  of 
Mr.  ^urke's  pamphlet,  the  principles  of 
it  being,  in  fa6t,  no  other  than  thofe  ofpaj/ive 
obedience  and  non-ref fiance,  peculiar  to  the 
Tories  and  the  friends  of  arbitrary  power, 
fuch  as  were  echoed  from  the  pulpits  of 
all  the  high  church  party,  in  the  reigns  of 
the  Stuarts,  and  of  Queen  Anne.  Let  them, 
however,  be  produced  again,  and  let  us  fee 
in  what  manner  they  will  be  treated  by 
the  good  fenfe  and  fpirit  of  Englifhmen 
at  the  prefent  day. 
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After  the  firfl  part  of  thefe  letters  relat- 
ing more  immediately  to  the  French  Revo- 
lution were  printed,  I  had  an  opportunity 
of  feeing  the  Memoir  of  the  Comte  De  Lally 
Tollendal,  of  whofe  account  of  the  tranf- 
adtion  of  the-fixth  of  Odober,  Mr.  Burke 
has  availed  himfelf  fo  much,  p.  109,  Re- 
calling him  *'one  of  the  moil  honcil,  in- 
*'  telligent,  and  eloquent  members  of  the 
**  National  AfTembly."  I  have  particularly 
compared  his  account  of  this  AfTembly, 
with  that  of  Mr.  Burke,  p.  24,  where  he 
fays,  *'  I  confider  this  AfTembly  as  nothing 
*'  elfe  than  a  voluntary  affociation  of  men 
*'  who  have  availed  themfelves  of  circum- 
**  fiances  to  feize  upon  the  power  of  the 
"  flate,  and  that  they  have  not  the  fandtion, 
*'  and  authority,  of  the  character  under 
**  which  they  firfl  met." 

Mr.  Lally  TollendaFs  ideas  vt^ere  certainly 
very  different  from  thefe  of  Mr.  Burke.  For, 
fpeaking  of  his  being  chofen  a  member  of 
the  AfTembly,  he  fays,  p.  5,  '-  it  was,  with- 
**  out  doubt,  a  great  occafion,   and   a  great 
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"  work,  to  concur  in  the  regeneration  of 
"  France,  in  founding  liberty  there,  and  in 
**  creating  laws  and  manners*!'*  What, 
then,  has  the  National  Aflembly  done,  or 
attempted  to  do,  more  than  this,  which 
Mr.  LallyTollendal  clearly  conceived  to  have 
been  the  defign  of  their  meeting  ?  Though 
he  thought  proper  to  leave  this  AiTembly, 
yet  he  acknowledges,  p.  45,  that  *'  the 
"  majority  of  the  perfons  who  compofed 
"  it,  had  the  purefl  intentions^ j"  and  he 
fpeaks  in  the  higheft  terms  of  approba- 
tion concerning  the  declaratmi  of  Rights, 
which  was  their  firft  Adc,  After  making 
fome  objedions  refpecling  the  form,  more 
than  the  fubftance,  he  fays,  p.  125,  *' it 
*'  contains  all  the  great  principles  which 
"  are  the  guards  of  focieties,   which  main- 

*  C'etoit,  fans  doute,  une  affez  grande  occafion; 
c'etoit  un  affez  grand  travail,  que  de  concourir  a  re- 
generer  la  France,  a  y  fondre  la  liberie,  6c  a  y  creer  des 
lois  k.  des  mceurs. 

t  Une  tres  p€tite  portion  d'individus  pourroit  ren- 
dre  inutilesjes  iritcntiones  puresde  la  majorite. 
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*'  tain  the  rights  of  man,  and  of  his  dig- 
*'  nity,  and  which  fecure  his  tranquility 
**  and  happinefs  *."  And  thefe  are  thofe 
rights  of  men  which  Mr.  Burke  treats  with 
fo  much  ridicule. 

In  Order  to  form  a  judgment  whether  the 
National  AfTembly  had  adually  exceeded 
their  commiflion,' or  had  undertaken  more 
than  was  required  of  them,  I  alfo  looked 
into  the  King  of  France's  circular  letter 
for  the  convocation  of  the  States  at  Verfailles, 
dated  January  24,  1789,  as  it  is  contained 
in  the  New  Annual  Regijler^  for  1789, 
p.  III.  According  to  it,  this  AfTembly 
was  convened  **  to  eftablifh  a  fteady,  con- 
**  ftant,  and  invariable  order  in  every  part 
"  of  government,   that  interefted   the  hap- 

*  11  efl  cependant  vrai  de  dire,  que  tous  les  grandes 
principes,  tous  ces  principes  tutelaires  des  focietes 
confervateurs  des  droits  de  riiomme,  &  de  fa  dignite, 
protefteurs  de  fon  repos  k  de  fon'bonheur,  y  font  ren- 
fcrmes.  Je  crois  que  cette  declaration  pourra  etre 
applaudie,  lejourou  les  troubles  qui  s'elevoient,  pen- 
4ant  que  nous  la  redigions,  feront  calmes. 
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*'  pinefs  of  the  people,  and  the  profperity 
'*  of  the  kingdom  ;  that  an  efFedual  re- 
*'  medy  might  be  applied  to  the  diforders 
"  of  the  ftate,  and  that  abufes  of  every  kind 
•'  might  be  reformed  and  prevented,  by  good 
«*  and  folid  means,  proper  to  infure  a  per- 
<'  manency  of  the  public  happinefs."  And 
laftly,  it  is  faid  to  be  *'  for  every  thing  that 
«'  might  concern  the  prefent  and  future 
*'  w'ants  of  the  ftate." 

Again,  in  the  King's  letter  to  the  Prefix 
dent  of  the  Jffembly,  dated  May  28,  1789, 
he  fays,  *'I  cannot  fee  without  pain  the 
*«  National  Aflembly,  which  I  have  called 
•'together,  to  be  concerned  with  me  in  the 
"  new  regulation  of  the  kingdom,  funk 
*'  into  inadlion;  which  if  continued,  would 
'*  caufe  all  the  hopes  which  I  have  formed 
*'  for  the  happinefs  of  my  people,  and  the 
*«  benefit  of  the  ftate  to  prove  abortive." 

Certainly,  therefore,    in  the  opinion  of 
the  King,  as  well  as  in  that  of  the  whole  na- 
tion, there  was  a  want  of  a  total  reform  in 

the 
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the  conftltutlon  of  the  French  government, 
and  this  reform  was  expedted  from  the 
National  Aflembly.  This  is  the  very  thing 
which  they  are  endeavouring  to  efFed,  and 
in  which  they  have  made  confiderable  pro- 
grefs.  What  they  have  done  gives  the 
greateft  pleafure  to  the  friends  of  univerfal 
liberty,  though  unfortunately  it  gives  paia 
to  Mr,  Burke,  and  fome  others. 


THE 


CONTE    NTS. 


Letter  I.     Of  the  general  Principles  of  the  French  Re^ 

volution  -  -  page  i 

Letter  II.     Of/ome  Particulars  in  the  new  Conjlitu- 

tion  of  France y  andfome  Circumfiances  attending  the 

Bijfolution  of  the  old  one  -  -  lO 

Letter  III.     Of  the  Nature  of  Government,  and  the 

Rights  of  Men  and  of  Kings  ^  -  22 

Letter  IV.     Of  the  Revolution  in  England,  compared 

with  that  in  France  -  -  34 

Letter  V.     Of  the  Revolution  Society  in  England,  and 

Mr.  Burke's  Reflexions  on  Br.  Price        -  43 

Letter  VI.  Of  the  Interferaice  of  the  State  in  hiatters 

of  Religion  in  general  -  -  49 

Letter  VII.     Of  the  Source  oftheReJpeEl  that  is  paid 

to  Religion  -  -  -  6^ 

Letter  VIII.     Of  a  civil  Eflahlifhment  being  ejfential 

to  Chrifiianity  -  -  79 

Letter  IX,     Of  the  Ufes  of  civil  EfiaUifhments  of 

Religion  -  -  -  86 1 

Letter 


CONTENTS. 

Letter  X.     Of  an  Ele5iive  Clergy  page  97 

Letter  XI.  Of  Mo;iaJilc  InJlitutionSy  and  Mr.  Burke's 
general  Maxhn  that  exifiing  Powers  oi-e  not  /«  be 
deflroyed  -  -  -  106 

Letter  XII.  Of  the  Sacrednefs  of  the  Revenues  of  the 
Church  ~  -  -  115 

Letter  XIII.  Of  the  Danger  of  the  Church  j  and  of  the 
TefiLazvs  -  -  -  123 

L^etter  XIV.  Of  the  Profpe^  of  the  general  En- 
largement  of  Liheriyf  civil  and  religious ^  opened  by 
ihs  Revolution  in  France  -  143 


LETTERS 


LETTERS 


TO  THE  RICHT  honourable 


EDMUND    BURKE. 


LETTER     L 

Of  the  general  Principles  of  the  French  Revolution, 

Dear  Sir,  » 

IDo  riot  wonder  that  the  late  revolution  in  the 
French  government  has  excited  your  attention, 
and  that  of  a  great  part  of  the  nation.  "  It  is," 
as  you  juflly  fay,  p.  1 1,  "  all  circumftances  taken 
"  together,  the  moll  aftonifhing  that  has  hitherto 
"  happened  in  the  world."  It  is,  therefore,  a  moft 
interefting  objeft  both  to  philofophical  and  practi- 
cal politicians.  It  behoves  them  particularly  to 
confider  the  principles  on  which  it  has  been  made, 
that  if  the  condud  of  the  leaders  in  the  bufinefs  has 
B  been 
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been  right,  and  if  the  fchcme  promifes  to  be  bene- 
ficial to  the  country,  it  inav;  as  far  as  their  fituations 
are  fimilar,  be  imitated  in  other  countries;  and 
that,  if  their  condudl  has  been  wrong,  afid  the  re- 
lult  cf  it  unpromifing)  the  example  may  ferve  to 
deter  others  from  any  attempt  of  the  like  kind. 

But  though  there  is  nothing  extraordinary  in  this 
revolution  having  excited  fo  much  of  your  attention, 
I  am  furprifed  that  you  lliould  be  fo  much  alarmed 
and  dijiurbed  at  it.  You  appear  to  me  not  to  be  fuf- 
ficiently  cool  to  enter  into  this  ferious  difcuffion. 
Your  imaginat  ion  isevidently  heated,  and  your  ideas 
confufed.     The  objefts  before  you  do  not  appear 
in  their  proper  jfliiipes  and  colours ;  and,  vvithoutde- 
nying  them,  you  lofe  fight  of  the  great  and  the  lead- 
incr  principles,  on  v.'hich  all  juft  governments  are 
founded,  principles  which  I  imagined  had  been 
long  fettled,  and  univerfally  alTented  to,  at  leaftby 
all  who  are  denominated  wbigs,  the  friends  of  our 
own  revolution,  and  cf  that  which  has  lately  taken 
place  in  America.    To  this  clafs  of  politicians,  you. 
Sir,  have  hitherto  profefied  to  belong,  and  traces  of 
thefe  principles  may  be  perceived  in  this  work  of  yours. 
Notwithftanding*'  the  facrednefs,"  as  you  call  it, 
p.  29,  .'*  of  an  hereditary  principle  of  fucceflion," 
in   our   government,  you  allow  of  ^'  a  power  of 
*'  change  in  its  application  in  cafes  of  extreme 
"  emergency  ;"  adding,  however,  that  "the  change 

"  Ihould 
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"  fliould  be  confined  to  the  peccant  part  only." 
Nor  do  you  deny  that  the  great  end  and  objed  of 
all  government,  that  which  makes  it  preferable  to  a 
ftate  of  anarchy,  is  the  good  of  the  people.  It  is  bet- 
ter for  them,  and  they  are  happier  in  a  ftate  of  fo- 
ciety  and  government.  For  the  fame  reafon,  you 
muft  allow  that  that  particular  form  of  govern- 
ment, which  is  beft  adapted  to  promote  the  hap- 
pinefs  of  any  people,  is  the  beft  for  that  people. 

If  you  admit  thus  much,  you  muft  alfo  allow 
that,  fince  every  private  perfon  is  juftiiied  in  better- 
ing his  condition,  and  indeed  commended  for  it  j  a 
nation  is  not  to  be  condemned  for  endeavouring  to 
better  theirs.  Confequently,  if  they  find  their  form 
of  government  to  be  a  bad  one,  v/hether  it  was  lb 
originally,  or  became  fo  through  abufe  or  accident, 
they  will  do  very  v/ell  to  change  it  for  a  better.  A 
partial  change,  no  doubt,  will  be  preferable  to  a 
total  one,  if  a  partial  change  v/ill  be  fufficient  for 
the  purpofe.  But  if  it  appear  that  all  attempts  to 
nnendan  old  conftitution  would  be  in  vain,  and  the 
people  prefer  a  new  one,  their  neighbours  have  no 
morebufinefs  to  find  fault  with  them,  than  with  any 
individual,  who  fliould  think  it  more  advifeableto 
pull  down  an  old  and  inconvenient  houfe, and  build 
another  from  the  foundation,  rather  than  lay  out  his 
money  in  repairs.  Nations,  no  doubt,  as  well  as 
individual?,  may  judge  wrong.  They  may  aft  pre- 
B  2  cipitately, 


4    "  LETTERS      TO 

cipitately,  and  they  may  fuffer  inconfequence  of 
it :  but  this  is  only  a  reafon  for  caution,  and  does 
not  preclude  a  right  of  judging  and  a6ting  for 
themfelves,  in  the  befl  manner  that  they  can. 

"  The  very  idea,"  you  fay,  p.  44,  "  of  the  fabri- 
**  cation  of  a  new  government  is  enough  to  fill  us 
"  with  difguft  and  horror.'*  It  is,  no  doubt,  far 
from  being  a  thing  defirable  in  itfelf  j  but  it  may 
neverthelefs  be  neceffary  -,  and  for  ail  the  evils  arif- 
ing  from  the  change,  you  fhould  blame  not  the 
framers  of  the  new  government,  but  the  wretched 
flate  of  the  old  one,  and  thofe  who  brought  it  into 
thatftate.  Thatfome  very  material  change  was  want- 
ing in  the  old  governme  .t  of  France,  you  cannot 
deny,  after  allowing,  p.  1 95,  that  "  in  that  country 
"  the  unlimited  power  of  the  fovereign  over  the 
"  perfons  of  his  fubje£ts,  was  inconfiftent  with  law 
"  and  liberty."  On  other  occafions,  I  believe  you 
have  exprefied  yourfelf  in  a  flronger  manner  than 
this.  l(  law  and  lilferty  were  wanting  in  the  old 
conftitution,  the  peccant  part  muft  have  been  the 
very  foundation  of  itj  fo  that  nothing  efFediual  could 
have  been  done  fhort  of  taking  down  the  whole. 

If  thefe  incontrovertible /)r/w«^/^j  and/^^j  be 
admitted,  I  can  fee  no  reafon  for  your  exclaiming 
fo  violently  as  you  do  againft  the  late  revolution  in 
France.  Befides,  whatever  has  been  done,  and  in 
whatever  manner  it  has  been  done,  if  the  nation 
5  itfelf. 
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itfelf,  whom  alone  it  concerns,  do  not  complain, 
we  have  no  bufinefs  to  conaplain  for  them,  any  far- 
ther than  the  intereft  we  take  in  the  welfare  of 
others,  may. lead  us  to  feel  for  the  diftrefTes  which 
We  apprehend  their  folly  and  precipitancy  Tnay 
bring  uponthcni.  Ifhall,  however,  briefly  confider 
the  principal  of  your  objections  to  this  revolution. 

You  confider  the  prefent  National  Affembly  of 
France  as  ufurpers,  afl'uming  a  power  that  does 
not  belong  to  them.  "  I  can  never,'*  you  fay, 
p.  242,  "  confider  this  affembly  as  any  thing  elfe 
**  than  a  voluntary  aflbciation  of  men,  who  have 
*'  availed  themfelves  of  circumllances  to  feize  upon 
**  the  power  of  the  ftate.  They  have  not  the 
*'  fanftion  and  authority  of  the  charafter  under 
"  which  they  firft  met.  They  have  afifumed  an- 
<*  other,  of  a  very  different  nature,  and  have  com- 
"  pletely  altered  and  inverted  all  the  relations  in 
*<  which  they  originally  flood.  They  do  not  hold  " 
"  the  authority  they  exercife  under  any  conftitu- 
"  tional  law  of  the  ftate.  They  have  departed  from 
**  the  inftruftions  of  the  people  by  whom  they 
"  were  fent,  which  inftruftions,  as  the  affembly  did 
"  not  a^  in  virtue  of  any  ancient  ufage,  or  fettled 
"  law,  were  the  fole  fource  of  their  authority.'^ 

Now,   Sir,  even  allowing  this  to  be  true  -,   ad- 
mitting this  National  Affembly  to  have  had  no  re- 
gular fummons  to  meet,  or  to  do  any  bufinefs  at  all; 
B  3  fuppofing 
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fuppofing  them  to  have  been  men  who  rofe  out  of 
the  earth,  or  who  dropped  down  from  the  clouds, 
or  that  no  body  could  tell  whence  they  came,  and 
that,   without  any  authority   whatever,  they  took 
upon  themfelves   to  frame  a  new  conftitution  of 
government  for  the  French  nation ;    if  the  nation 
really  approve  of  it,  acquiefce  in  it,  and  a6lually 
adopt  it,  it  becomes  from  that  time  their  own  act, 
and  the  AlTembly  can  only  be  confidered  as  the 
propofers  and  advifers.     It  is  the  acquiefcence  of 
the  people  that  gives  any  form  of  government  its 
proper  fandlion,  and  that  legalizes  it.   Changes  of 
government  cannot  be  brought   about  bv  efta* 
blifhed  forms  and  rules,  becaufe  there  is  no  fupe- 
rior  power  to  prefcribe  thofe  rules.     There  are  no 
fupreme  courts  comprehending  thefe  great  obJ€<5ls. 
Al.fo,  the  cafes  occur  fo  rarely,  and  they  are  fo  un- 
like to  one  another,  that  it  would  be  to  no  purpofe 
to  look  for  precedents. 

Now,  that  the  French  revolution  is  juftifiableon 
this  plain  principle,  is  evident  from  the  fmgle  cir- 
cumftance  of  the  National  Aflembly  having  conti- 
nued their  fittings  without  moleftation,  and  from 
their  decrees  having  been  actually  obeyed,  for  fome- 
thing  more  than  a  year  at  leafr.  This  AlTembly 
does  not  confift,  I  believe,  of  more  than  about  one 
thoufand  perfons,  and  at  firft  they  had  no  army  at 
their  command  -,  whereas  at  prefenc  the  whole  force 
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of  the  ftate  is  in  their  hands.  This  force  could  not 
have  been  transferred  from  the  king  to  them,  with- 
out the  confent  both  of  the  army,  and  of  the  nation 
which  fupports  thit  army.  As  the  nation  does  not 
complain  of  this  tranflation  of  power,  it  is  evident 
they  do  not  think  themfelves  aggrieved,  and  that 
the  change  has  been  made  with  their  approbation. 
Here,  then,  we  fee  all  ^he  marks  of  a  legal  {f^ovcrn- 
mentj  or  a  government  that  is  really  the  choice  of  the 
people,  I  do  not  fay  what  difficulties  may  hereafter 
arife  (which  if  they  do,  they  will  probably  be  the  ef- 
fe^L  of  their  former  government)  to  induce  them 
to  change  their  opinion.  For  neither  that  nation, 
nor  any  other,  is  omnifcient  and  infallible. 

Without  examining  into  the  former  fyftem  of 
government,  or  the  adminiftration  of  it,  we  may 
take  for  granted,  that  it  mull  have  become  ex- 
tremely odious  to  the  country  in  general,  from,  the 
almoft  univerfal,  and  the  very  hearty,  concurrence 
with  which  the  revolution  was  brought  about.  A 
whole  people  is  no:  apt  to  revoltj  till  opprefllon 
has  become  extreme,  and  been  long  continued,  fo 
that  they  defpair  of  any  other  remedy  than  that  dt^~ 
perate  one.  The  ftrength  of  an  ellablifhed  go- 
vernment, efpecially  when  it  is  in  few  hands,  and 
has  a  large  {landing  army  at  its  command,  is  ulmoi 
infinite  J  fo  that  many  nations  quietly  fufFer  every 
evil,  and  the  country  becomes  in  a  manner  defolate, 
B  4  without 
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without  their  making  any  attempt  to  relievcthem- 
felves.  This  is  the  cafe  in  all  the  Turkifh  domi- 
nions, and  is  faidto  be  very  nearly  fo  in  Spain  and 
other  countries.  Whenever,  therefore,  we  fee  a 
whole  nation,  or  a  great  majority  of  it,  rifing  as 
one  man  againft  an  old  government,  and  over- 
turning it,  we  may  fafely  conclude  that  their  pro- 
vocation was  great,  and  their  caufe  good. 

An  oppreffed  people  do  not,  however,  in  gene- 
ral J^^  any  thing  more  than  what  they  immediately 
feel.  All  they  think  of  is  to  lliake  off  the  load  which 
they  can  no  longer  bear ;  and  having  thought  of  no- 
thing but  the  particular  evil  that  galled  them,  they 
are  very  apt,  in  their  future  fettlement,  to  guard 
againft  ihat  only,  without  attending  to  the  whole  of 
their  new  fituation,  and  the  greater  evils  that  may 
poffibly  arife  from  it.  Whether  the  French  have 
done  fo  or  not,  time  muft  difcover.  But  if  the 
people  in  general  be  well  informed,  and  well  dif- 
pofed,  they  may  make  many  experiments  of  new 
forms  of  government  without  much  inconveni- 
ence ;  and  though  beginning  with  a  very  imperfedl: 
one,  they  adopt  a  very  good  one  at  the  lad. 

Was  it  not  predicted  that  the  Americans,  on 
their  breaking  off  from  this  country,  wouldrun  into 
univerfal  confufion,  and  immediately  fall  to  cutting 
one  another's  throats  ?  But  though  that  difrup- 
tion  was  a  violent  one,  and  was  effefted  by  a  war,. 

which 
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which  drained  all  their  reiburces,  they  never  fufiered 
for  want  of  government.  When  the  war  was  over, 
they  bore  very  contentedly  feveral  imperfed  and 
disjointed  forms  i  and  now,  having  taken  much 
time  to  deliberate  on  the  fubje(5t,  they  have  adopted 
a  more  comprehenfive  one.  But  o^  this  they  only 
propofe  to  make  trial,  and  if  it  Ihould  not  anfwer, 
they  will,  no  doubt,  endeavour  to  improve  upon  it. 
Now,  why  may  not  this  be  the  cafe  with  the 
French,  efpecially  as  they  have  no  enemies  to  con- 
tend with,  and  interrupt  their  proceedings  ?  I  am 
not  able  to  demonftrate  the  wifdom  of  feveral 
pans  of  the  frame  of  government  at  prefen:  adopt- 
ed by  the  National  AfTembly,  owing,  probably, 
to  my  not  being  mafter  of  the  whole  fyftemi  and 
many  of  the  remarks  that  you  have  made  upon  it, 
may,  for  any  thing  that  I  know,  be  very  juft  j  but 
not  being  a  judge  of  their  circumftances,and  con- 
fequently  of  all  their  reafons,  I  prefume  tha:  they 
could  not  at  the  time  have  done  better.  In  future 
however,  whatever  it  be  that  is  new  deficient  may 
be  fupplied.  Andconfidcring  the  apparent  ftrength 
of  the  ancient  French  government,  and  ihe  great 
numbers  that  depend  upon  it  (far  more,  I  fliould 
imagine,  than  upon  the  court  and  the  miniftry  in 
this  country)  I  wonder  that  the  revolution  was 
brought  about  with  fo  much  eafe,  and  fo  little 
bloodfhcd. 

I  am,   &c. 
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LETTER    II. 

Of  fome  Particulars  in  the  new  Conjiitution  of  Francey 
and  fome  Circumjiances  attending  the  Diffolution  cf 
the  old  one. 

Dear  Sir, 

T  it  very  poffible  that  the  National  AfTembly, 
having  entered  upon  the  bufinefs  of  reforming 
the  whole  {late  in  an  unexpected  manner,  when 
little  could  have  been  preconcerted,  may  have 
afted  injudiciouDy  in  more  refpedis  than  one  •,  but 
allowance  ihouid  be  made  for  their  peculiar  cir- 
cumftances.  The  opportunity  that  was  given 
them  to  a6l  was  fuch  as  they  might  in  vain  have 
waited  for,  if  they  had  done  nothing  till  they  had 
been  prepared  to  m.ake  the  m.oil  of  it.  They  did 
right,  therefore,  to  do  the  beft  they  could,  as  the 
occafion  offered. 

They  might,  for  example,  have  divided  them- 
felves  into  two  houfes,  and,  as  in  this  country,  have 
given  each  houfea  negative  in  all  their  tranfacftions, 
and  another  to  the  king.  But  this  might  have  ap- 
peared too  hazardous  at  that  time;  and  indeed  it 
is  very  probable  that,  upon  that  plan,  nothing  ef- 
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fedlual  could  have  been  done  at  all.  But  they  may 
adopt  this  method  if  they  fhould  hereafter  fee  reafon 
for  it.  Power  is  more  eafily  given  than  taken 
avv-ay. 

That  they  have  nothing  of  the  nature  of  a  Senate^ 
as  you  complain,  p.  287,  I  do  not  fee  ;  while  they 
ftill  retain  a  king,  and  allow  him  to  appoint  certain 
minifters  of  ftate. 

They  may  have  left  too  little  pov/er  in  the  hands 
of  the  crown  j  but  kingly  power  is  a  plant  which, 
having  once  taken  root,  is  very  apt  to  grow  too  luxu- 
riant ;  and  this,  though  lopped,  may  IJDrout  again. 
As  the  French  kings  had  gradually  acquired,  and 
grofsly  abufed,  their  power,  it  is  not  to  be  won- 
dered at,  if,  in  the  firll  infcance,  the  Allembly  (liouid 
have  reduced  it  too  low. 

You  particularly  complsin,  p.  296,  of  the  king  not 
having  the  power  of  peace  and  war.  But  v/as  ever 
any  power  more  grofsly  abufed  than  this  has  been  ? 
Infinite  have  been  the  evils  bi-ought  upon  whole 
countries,  by  princes  having  it  in  their  pov/er  to  in- 
volve them  in  war  at  their  pieafure,  fi'om  motives  of 
perfonal  refentment  and  ambition,  or  the  mere  ca- 
price of  thofe  about  them  -,  and  in  France  generally 
that  of  their  miftrelTes. 

"There  is  no  other  way,"  you  fay,  p.  296,  "of 
"  keeping  other  potentates  from  intriguing  difdndl- 
"  \y  and  perfonally  v/ith  the  members  of  your  af- 

"  fembly. 
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"  fembly,  from  intermeddling  in  all  your  concerns, 
"  and  fomenting  in  the  heart  of  your  country  the 
"  moft  pernicious  of  all  fadions ;  fadions  jn  the 
'*  intereft,    and    under    the    diredlion,   of   foreign 
powers."     But   even  this    is    nothing,   compared 
with  the  evils  that  ftates   have  fufFered   from   the 
power  of  peace  and  war  being  in  the  hands  of  the 
prince,  that  is,  of  his  minifters  j  and  cannot  foreign 
powers  intrigue  with  them  as  well  as  with  the  lead- 
ers of  a  popular  affembly  ?  Did  not   the  court  of 
.France  intrigue  with  the  miniftry  of  our  Charles  II. 
and  is  it  not  always  done  more  or  lefs,  by  all  am- 
baffadors  and  their  agents  in  all  foreign  courts  ?  But 
if  any  people  was  fairly  reprefented  in  a  National 
Affembly,  fo  that  their  real  interefts  ihould  be  better 
confulted,  caufes  of  war  would  feldom  occur,  and 
confequently  there  would  be  but  little  temptation  to 
foreigners  to  intermeddle  in  their  concerns.     For  it 
has  been  peace  or  war  that  has  been  the  chief  fub- 
jed  of  the  intrigues  that  you  complain  of. 

The  moft  ferious  difficulty  that  appears  to  me 
to  threaten  the  French  government,  arifes  from 
their  debts^  a  difficulty  brought  upon  them  by  their 
former  government,  and  which,  indeed,  made  it 
impoffible  to  go  on  any  farther  with  it.  This, 
therefore,  is  a  difficulty  that  does  not  neceffarily 
attend  the  formation  of  the  new  government,  but 
has  been  occafioned  by  the  unwillingners  of  the  pre- 
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fent  governors,  that  thofe  who  have  had  confidence 
in  the  ftate,  fhould  fuffer  from  the  errors  of  their 
predecelTors.  It  is  the  cafe  of  an  heir,  who  will  put 
himfelf  to  great  inconvenience  to  pay  the  debts  of 
a  profligate  anceftor. 

You  cavil,  among  other  things,  at  the  low  rank 
of  the  members  of  the  National  AfTembly  j  faying, 
p.  61,  "  That  the  majority  are  of  the  inferior,  un- 
"  learned,  mechanical,  merely  inftrumental,  mem- 
"  bers  of  the  profeflion  of  the  law.  From  the 
"  moment,"  you  fay,  "  I  read  the  lift,  I  faw  dif- 
"  tindtly,  and  very  nearly  as  it  has  happened,  all  that 
"  was  to  follow.  It  was  not  to  be  expedted,"  you 
fay,  p.  6j,  "  that  they  would  attend  to  the  ftabi- 
"  lity  of  property,  whofe  exiftence  had  always  de- 
"  pended  upon  whatever  rendered  property  queflion- 
"  able,  ambiguous,  and  obfcure." 

I  fhall  not  call  in  queftion  your  gift  of  prophecy. 
It  may  be  your  peculiar  talent  to  fee  all  events,  paft, 
prefent,  and  to  come,  in  their  moft  concealed  caufesj 
nor  fhall  I  queftion  what  you  afiert  to  be  a  fa6l. 
But  of  whomfoever  the  National  Aflembly  of  France 
confifts,  there  cannot  well  be  a  doubt  of  their  being 
a  truer  reprefentation  of  the  French  nation  than  our 
Houfe  of  Commons  is  of  ours  -,  becaufe  there  cannot 
well  be  a  worfe,  being  in  the  opinion  of  moft  people,! 
doubt  not,  as  well  as  that  of  Dr.  Price,  a  mcremockery 
of  reprefentationj  notwithftanding  the  influence  of  thofe 
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caufes  which  I  acknowledge  to  give  it  the  effe(5l  of 
a  much  better  reprefentation. 

Itfignifies  very  little  out  of  what  clafs  of  men  the 
members  of  the  National  Affembly  were  chofen, 
fince  they  muft  have  been  perfons  in  whom  their 
conftituents  thought  they  could  beft  confide.     But 
if  your  reafoning  be  good,  that  lawyers,  "  v.-hofe  ex- 
"  iftence  depends  upon  rendering  property  queftion- 
"  able,  ambiguouSj  and  cbfcure,"  will  not  attend  to 
the  {lability  of  property,  v/here  is   our  policy   in 
raifing  fuch  men  to  the  rank  of  judges?  We  do  not 
think  our  property  lefs  fafe  in  tlieir  hands,  becaufe 
they  have  always  lived  by  what  has  been  called  the 
glorious  uncertainty  of  the  law.     The  firft  American 
Congrefs,  I  very  well  remember,  was  laid  to  con- 
fid  chiefly  of  lawyers;  nor  is  it  to  be  wondered  at 
that  it  fhculd  be  fo ;  lawyers,  who  have  the  talent 
and  the  habit  of  fpeaking  in  public,  being  generally 
confpicuous  charafters  in  all  places.     The  ftudy  of 
die  lav/,  moreover,  leads  them    to  undcrfland  the 
conftitution  of  the  country,  and  their  profefTion  gives 
them,  a  knovv^ledge  of  mankind,  and  the  habits  of 
bufinefs.     If  the  lawyers  of  France  do  as  well  as  the 
lawyers  of  America,  they  will  foon  wipe  away  the 
reproach  they  may  now  lie  under,  and  become  the 
objedl  of  refped,  perhaps  of  dread,  to  thofe  who  at 
prefent  defpife  them. 


It 
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Itisamufing  to  compvire  the  fentiiTients  of  dif- 
ferent writers  on  the  iame  fubjeft,  and  to  obferve  in 
Iiov/  different  a  light  the  fame  thing  appears  to 
different  minds.  I  cannot  give  a  better  iliuftration 
of  this,  than  by  quoting  what  Dr.  Ramfay,  in  his 
Hijlory  of  the  American  Revohitiouy  fays  of  the  firit 
Congrefs,  as  a  contrafl  to  what  you  fay  of  the  Na- 
tional Affembly  of  France. 

"  Of  the  whole  number  of  deputies  v/hich  form- 
"  ed  the   Continental  Congrefs  of  1774,  one  half 
"  were  lawyers  -,  gentlemen  of  that  profeffion  had 
"  acquired  the  confidence  of  the  inhabitants  by  their 
"  exertions  in  the  common  caufe.     The  previous 
"  meafures  in  the  refpeclive  provinces,  had  been 
"  planned  and  carried  into  effect  more  by  lawyers 
^\  than  by  any  other  order  of  men.     Profeffionally 
"  taught  the  rights  of  the  people,  they  were  amono- 
"  the   foremoft  to  defcry    every    attack   made  on 
"  their  liberties.     Bred  in  the  habits  of  public  fpeak- 
"  ing,  they  made  a  diftinguifhed  figure  in  the  m.cet- 
"  ings  of  the  people,  and  were  particularly  able  to 
"explain  to  them  the  tendency  of  the  late  ads  of 
'*  parliament.     Exerting  their  abilities  and  infiuence 
"  in  the  caufe  of  their  country,  they  were  rewarded 
"  with  its  confidence."  vol.  i.  p.  134. 

The  miftakes  you  have  fallen  into,  with  refped: 
to  the  prefent  government  of  France,  1  am  inform- 
ed are  grofs,  and  your  cenfjres  founded  on  them, 

of 
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ofcourfe,  mifplaced.  You  particularly  amufeyour- 
felf  and  your  readers  with  the  divifion  of  the  coun- 
try, p.  254,  into  fquares,  and  a  fub-divifion  of  fquares, 
within  fquares^  which  has  no  exiilence  but  in  your 
own  imaginationj  the  a6tual  divifions  of  the  country, 
being  no  more  fquares  than  our  counties. 

Taking  it  for  granted,  p.  27  2,  that  the  prefent  mem- 
bers of  the  National  AfTembly  are  not  eligible  into  the 
next,  you  deduce  many  alarming  confequences  from 
fuch  an  ill-judged  meafure.  But  the  meafure,  I  have 
been  informed,  is  your  own,  not  theirs;  the  prefent 
members  being  as  eligible  as  any  others,  and,  it  is  ge- 
nerally fuppofed,  that  a  great  majority  of  them  have 
given  fo  much  fatisfadion  to'their  conflituents,  that 
they  will  not  fail  to  be  re-elecled.  As  you  took  fo 
much  time  in  preparing  your  publication  for  the 
prefs,  you  would  have-done  well  to  have  em.ployed 
part  of  it  in  procuring  better  information.  How- 
ever, your  miftakes  will  be  the  means  of  our  get- 
ting m.ore  correct  accounts  of  the  real  ftate  of  fa<5ts; 
and  if  any  of  your  cenfures  on  the  new  conftitution 
of  France  be  juft,  they  may  be  an  ufcful  and  fea- 
fonable  lellbn  to  the  great  adors  in  the  fcenej  who, 
I  doubt  not,  will  readily  learn  what  they  can,  even 
from  an  enemy. 

You  make  the  mofb  tragical   reprefentation  of 
the  degraded  ftate  of  the  prefent  king    of  France, 
calling  it,  p.  99,  "  the  moft  horrid,  atrocious,  and 
.  "  affliaing 
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'*  afflifling  fpedacle,  that  perhaps  ever  was  exhibit- 
"  ed  to  the  pity  and  indignation  of  mankind  ;"  con* 
lidering  hinn  as  a  perfon  who  received  his  crown, 
with  all  its  powers,  from   his   anceftors,  and  v/ho 
had  himfelf  done  nothing  to  deferve  the  treatment 
that  he  met  with.     Admitting  this,  if  by  a  fuccefiion 
of  incroachments,  the  power  oi  the  crown  ii/elfhsid 
long  been  enormous,  fhonid  that  be  continued,  to 
the  terror  and  diftrefs  of  the  country,   for  the  lake 
of  the  innocent  head  that  happens  to  wear  it.     And, 
after  all,  what  has  this  king  fuffered  ?  He  is  fliU  the 
firft  in   rank,  wealth,  and  pov/er  of  any  perfon  in 
France.     If  you  fay  that  this  pov/er  is  only  nominal, 
I  anfwer  that  the  power  of  the  mod  arbitrary  princes 
is  little  more.     They  are,  in  general,  only  inftru- 
ments  in  the  hands  of  thofe  who  are  about  them. 
As  to  doing  what  a  m.an  really  wifnes  to  do,  the 
laft  king  of  France  had  very  little  of  it ;  and  in 
general,  the  higher  any  man  (lands  in  the  order  of 
fociety,  the  lefs  power  he  has  of  doing  what  he  really 
likes,  and  the  more  of  his  time  he  fpends  in  doing 
what  he  had  rather  vvifh  not  to  do,  than  other  m.en. 

You  make  a  ftill  more  lamentable  defcription  o£ 
the  indignities  offered  to  the  queen  of  France  ;  and 
on  this  fubjeft  you  give  the  mofl  unbounded  fcope  to 
your  eloquence*,  as  if  you  were  h.tv  knight j  pledged 

*  I  am  informed  by  a  gentleman  who  was  at  Paris  during  t!ie 
whole  of  thefe  tranfadtions,  that  there  is  no  truth  at  all  in  what 
Mr.  Burke  fays  of  the  queen's  bed-chamber  being  broke  into,  or 
the  centinel  killed.     Nothing  of  the  kind,  he  fays,  was  ever  heard 


ot 
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to  defend  her  honour.  Now,  fuch  is  the  natural 
prepoffeflion  of  mankind,  at  leaft  in  this  part  of  the 
world  (in  which  the  French  nation  has  generally- 
been  confidered  as  foremoft)  in  favour  of  the  fe- 
male fex,  and  efpecially  in  exalted  ftations,  that  I 
think  it  will  not  be  eafy  to  account  for  the  fall  of 
this  queen  from  the  height  of  popularity,  to  the  ab- 
horrence and  contempt  into  which,  you  tell  us,  Ihe 
is  funk,  without  fuppofing  fomething  very  material 
to  her  prejudice,  though  I  do  not  pretend  to  fay 
what  that  is.  '  And  if  fhe  was  that  intriguing  wo- 
man, and  that  enemy  to  their  liberties,  that  the 
French  nation  in  general  imagine  her  to  have  been, 
flie  may  think  herfelf  fortunate,  in  fuch  a  revolution, 
as  this  has  been,  to  have  efcaped  with  life.  But,  is 
the  liberty  and  happinefs  of  a  whole  nation  to  be  fa- 
crificed  to  female  beauty  and  complaifance  ? 

Objefls  appear  in  very  different  lights  to  different 
perfons,  according  to.  their  refpedtive  fituations,  and 
the  opportunities  they  have  of  obferving  them.  To 
you.  Sir,  feventeen  years  ago,  the  queen  of  F"rance, 
then  the  Dauphinefs,  appeared  in  all  her  fplendour, 
like  "the  morning  ftar,"  p.  1 1 2,  decorating  the 
face  of  heaven.  To  the  French  themfelves,  at  that 
time,  Ihe  probably  appeared  in  the  fame  light;  but 
in  the  courfe  of  fo  many  years  progrefs,  fhe  has  ap~ 

of  till  a  confiderabk  time  after  the  event,  and  the  report  arofe 
from  the  Ariltocrates. 

peared 
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peared  to  them  to  be  nothing  better  than  a  comet, 
foreboding  every  dilafter,  and  bringing  defolation 
and  ruin  on  their  country.  You  faw  nothing  but 
the  fine  features,  and  imagined  them  to  belong  to 
a  Venus,  a  Juno,  or  a  PalJas.  The  French,  it 
feems,  have  difcovered  t]\Q.Jnaky  hairy  and  find  her 
to  be  a  •  mere  Medufa  ;  and  the  "  ten  thoufand 
*'  fwords,"  that  you  fay  were  then  "  ready  to  leap 
'*  from  their  fcabbards,  to  avenge  even  a  look  that 
"  threatened  her  with  infult,"  would  now  be  drawn 
againftany  who  would  defend  her  condu(5t*. 

You  will  probably  fay  that  fomething,  at  leaft, 
lliould  have  been  pre  w-^againfl  the  queen  of  France, 
as  well  as  againft  tlie  king.  But  where.  Sir,  was  the 
court  of  law,  orjuftice,  in  which  fuch  a  fuit  could  be 
inftituted  ?  When  there  are  no  ordinary  means  of 
redreffing  grievances,  the  people  who  feel  them,  and 
have  no  other  remedy,  will  have  recourfe  to  ex- 
traordinary ones  9  and  if  thirty  millions  find  their 
interefls  incompatible  with  that  of  a  few,  they,  of 
courfe,  being  the  judges,  will  not  hefitate  to  decide 
for  themfelves,  and  carry  that  decifion  into  execu- 

*  An  ingenious  friend  fuggefts  the  following  remark  :  "  Upon 
"  what  principle  of  juftice,  it  might  be  aflced,  is  Lord  George  Gor- 
**  don  imprifoned  in  Newgate  for  fpeaking  the  language  of  the 
•*  French  nation  concerning  the  queen  of  France,  whilft  Mr.  Burke 
**  is  at  large,  after  having  libelled  the  National  Aflembly  •'  And 
**  how  ought  his  Majefty's  minifters  and  attorney-general  to  con- 
**  duel  themfelves  upon  a  reprefentation  of  the  offence  by  the 
"  French  ambaflador  r" 

C  2  tion. 
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tion.  In  this  they  will,  no  doubt,  proceed  irregu- 
larly. But  you.  Sir,  fhould  liave  been  upon  the 
fpot,  and  have  told  them  how  to  proceed  in  that 
grave  and  decorous  manner^  in  which  you  now  fay, 
p.  23,  they  ought  to  have  afted  on  this  great  occa- 
fion  J  and  at  the  fame  time  have  obtained  efFe<5lual 
redrefs  of  their  grievances.  For  without  this,  they 
would  have  done  worfe  than  nothing. 

Kings  and  minifters  of  ftate  are  alone  refponfible 
for  all  the  confufion  and  bloodfhed  which  attend 
thofe  revolutions  which  their  abufe  of  power  has 
rendered  necelTary.  They  choak  up  the  ordinary 
channels  of  juilice,  and  then  complain  that  it  over- 
flows its  bounds,  and  that  the  country  is  deluged  by 
it.  They  who  firft  raife  a  ftorm  are  anfwerable  for 
all  the  devaftation  that  it  may  make. 

You  lay  to  the  charge  of  the  National  AfTembly 
what,  it  is  evident,  they  never  authorifed,  and  what, 
I  doubt  not,  they  condemn  and  regret,  even  more 
than  you  go.  "  Their  cruelty,"  you  fay,  p.  5  8,  "  has . 
"  not  been  even  the  bafe  refult  of  fear.  It  has  been 
"  the  effecl  of  tlieir  fenfe  of  perfeft  fafety,  in  au- 
'^  thorifing  treafons,  robberies,  rapes,  alTaffinations, 
"  ilaughters,  and  burnings,  throughout  their  har- 
"  raffed  land.  But  the  caufe  of  ail  was  plain  from 
"  the  beginning.  This  unforced  choice,  riiis  fond 
■"  eleflion,  of  evil,^  would  appear  perfedly  unac- 
. "  countable,  if  v/e  did  not  confider  the  compofition 

"of the  National Affembiy,  &c." 
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This,  Sir,  befides  fuppofing  what  all  moralifts  re- 
je6t  as  abfolutely  impofTibk  in  nature,  viz.  that  any 
men  chufe  evil  for  its  own  fake,  is  charging 
upon  the  National  AfTembly  every  outrage  com- 
mitted by  Frenchmen  (and  more,  I  believe,  than 
ever  were  committed  by  them)  which  were  any  way 
connefled  with  the  revolution.  But  is  this  equit- 
able ?  Should  any  thing  be  laid  to  the  charge  of 
any  men,  or  any  body  of  men,  to  which  they  were 
no  way  acceffary,  by  their  concurrence  at  the  time, 
or  their  approbation  afterwards  ?  Was  the  execu- 
tion of  perfons  particularly  obnoxious  to  the  popu- 
lace, and  effected  by  the  populace  only,  to  be  afcrib- 
ed  to  the  National  AlTembly  ?  Or  were  the  i.nfults 
which  you  have  fo  pathetically  defcribed,  as  offered  to 
your  adorable  queen  of  France,  done  by  the  orders 
of  that  body  ?  You  muft  know  that  they  were  as 
innocent  of  them  as  the  parliament  of  Great  Britain, 
or  as  yourfelf.  When  any  murder  is  committed,  is 
the  firft  pcrfon  that  you  chufe  to  lay  hold  ofj  the 
guilty  perfon  ? 

In  the  fame  rafii  and  indifcriminate  manner  you 
defcribe  Dr.. Price  as  exulting  in  the  above-men- 
tioned horrid  outrages,  which,  I  dare  fay,  give  him 
much  more  ferious  concern  than  they  do  you,  and 
for  a  very  obvious  reafon.  He  wilhes  to  recom- 
mend the  revolution,  and  therefore  is  forry  for  every 
thing  that  difgracf s  it ;  v/hereas  you  willi  to  difcredit 
it,  and  are  evidendy  not  difpleafed  with  any  circum- 
C  3  ftanee 
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ftaiK^e  that  favours  your  purpofe.  Dr.  Price  re- 
joices in  the  good,  and  you  moft  uncandidly  repre- 
fent  him  as  rejoicing  in  the  evil  that  has  neceffarily 
accompanied  it. 

I  am.  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,   &:c. 


LETTER    III. 


Of  the  Nature  of  Government y  and  the  Rights  of  Men 
and  of  Kings, 

Dear  Sir, 

CONSIDERING  how  much  has  been  written 
on  the  fubjedt  of  govern?nent  fince  the  Revo- 
lution in  this  country,  an  event  which  more  than 
any  thing  elfe  contributed  to  open  the  eyes  of  Eng- 
lifhmen,  with  refpedt  to  the  true  principles  of  it,  it 
is  not  a  little  extraordinary  that  any  man  of  reading 
and  reflexion,  as  you  are,  fliould  depart  from  them 
fo  much  as  you  have  done. 

To  vindicate  this  Revolution,  LordSomers,  Bi- 
fhop  Hoadley,  Mr.  Locke,  and  many  others,  have 
laid  it  down  as  a  maxim,  that  all  power  in  any  ftate 

is 
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is  derived  from  the  people,  and  that  the  great  objeft 
of  all  government,  is  the  public  good.  As  a  con- 
•fequence  from  thefe  fundamental  principles,  they 
maintain  that  all  magiftrates,  being  originally  ap- 
pointed by  the  people,  are  anfwerable  to  them  for 
their  condu6t  in  office,  and  removeable  at;  their 
pleafure.  The  right  of  refilling  an  oppreffive  go- 
vernment, that  is,  fuch  as  the  people  Ihall  deem  to 
be  oppreffive,  they  hold  moft  facred. 

You,  Sir,  do  not  direftly,  and  in  fo  many  words, 
deny  thefe  great  principles  of  all  government,  or  the 
general  conclulion  drav/n  from  them.  In  fa6l,  you 
admit  them*  all,  when  you  allow,  p.  87,  that  "  civil 
"  fociety  is  made  for  the  advantage  of  man."  But 
you  advance  what  is  really  inconfiilent  with  thefe 
leading  principles,  and  you  would  tie  up  our  hands 
from  making  anv  effedtual  ufe  of  them.  You 
feem  to  have  forgotten  what  you  muft  have  for- 
merly learned ;  but  it  is  too  late  for  us  to  go  to 
fchool  again,  and  re-learn  the  firft  elements  of  poli- 
tical fcience.  What  our  predecefTors  took  great 
pains  to  prove i  we  now  receive  as  axioms,  and  with- 
out hefitation  aft  upon  them. 

To  make  the  public  good  the  flandard  of  right 
or  wrong,  in  whatever  relates  to  fociety  and  go- 
vernment, befides  being  the  moft  natural  and  ra- 
tional of  all  rules,  has  the  farther  recommendation 
of  being  the  eafieft  of  application.  Either  what 
God  has  07'dainedf  or  what  ^»/;^«//>' authorifes,   may 

C  4  be 
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be  very  difficult  to  afcertain  ;  but  what  regulation 
is  moft  conducive  to  the  public  good,  though  not 
always  without  its  difficulties,  yet  in  general  it  is 
much  more  eafy  to  determine.  But  fuppofe  a  na- 
tion fhould  never  have  had  a  free  government,  or 
could  not  prove  that  they  ever  had  one,  are  they 
for  that  reafon  always  to  continue  flaves  ?  Would 
it  be  unlawful,  or  wrong,  in  the  Turks  to  do  what 
the  French  nation  has  now  done  ? 

You  treat  with  ridicule  the  idea  of  the  rights  of 
ineiiy  and  fuppofe  that  mankind,  when   once  they 
have  entered   into  a  flate   of  fociety,    neceffarily 
abandon  all  their  proper  natural  rights,  and  thence- 
forth have  only  fuch  as  they  derive  from  fociety, 
*'  As  to  the  fhare  of  power,"  you  fay,  p,  87,  "  au- 
"  thority  and   diredion,    which    each     individual 
"  ought  to  have  in  the  managem.ent  of  the  ftate, 
"  that  I  muil  deny  to  be  among  the  dire6l  original 
"  rights  of  man  in  civil  fociety ;  for  I  have  in  my 
"  contemplation   the    civil,  focial    man,    and   no 
<'  other.     It  is  a  thing  to  be  fettled  by  convention." 

But  what  does  this  convention  refpedl,  befide  the  ■ 
fecure  enjoyment  of  fuch  advantages,  or  rights,  as 
have  been  ufually  termed  natural,  as  life,  liberty, 
and  property,  which  men  had  from  ?jature,  with- 
out focieties  or  artificial  combinations  of  men  ? 
Men  cannot,  furely,  be  faid  to  give  up  their  na- 
tural rights  by  entering  into  a  compaft  for  the 
better  fecuring  of  them.     And  if  they  make  a  wife 

compail^ 
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compaft,  they  will  never  wholly  exclude  themfelves 
from  all  fhare  in  the  adminiftration  of  their  govern- 
ment, or  fome  controul  over  it.  For  without  this 
their  flipulated  rights  would  be  vei-y  infecure. 

However,  Ihould  any  people  be  fo  unwife  as  to 
leave  the  whole  adminiftration  of  their  government, 
without  any  exprefs  right  of  controul,  in  the  hands 
of  their  magiftrates,  if  thofe  magiftrates  do  not  give 
the  people  what  they  deem  to  be  an  equivalent  for 
what  they  gave  up  for  the  accommodation  of  others, 
they  are  certainly  at  liberty  to  confidcr  the  original 
compaft  as  broken.  They  then  revert  to  a  ftate  of 
nature,  and  may  enter  into  a  new  ftate  of  fociety,  and 
adopt  a  new  form  of  government,  in  which  they 
may  make  better  terms  for  thiemfelves. 

It  is  one  of  the  moft  curious  paradoxes  in  this  work 
of  yours,  which  abounds  v/ith  them,  that  the  rights  of 
men  above-mentioned  (called  by  you,  p.  91,  "  the 
**  pretended  rights  of  the  French  theorifts)  are  all  ex- 
"  tremes,  and  in  proportion  as  they  "are  metaphyfi- 
"  cally  true,  they  are  morally  and  politically  falfe." 
Now  by  met aphyfi cally  true  can  only  be  vdzzxil  firi5lly 
znd  properly  true,  and  how  this  can  be  in   any  fenfe 
fal/e,  is  to  me  incomprehenfible.     If  the  above-men- 
tioned rights  be  the  true,  that  is  ihe.jufi,  and  reajonahle 
rights  of  men,  ihey  ought  to  be  provided  for  in  all 
ftatcs,  and  all  forms  of  government;  and  if  they  be 
not,  the  people  have  juft  caufe  to  complain,  and  to 
Jook  out  for  fome  mode  of  redicfs. 

You 
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You-  ftrongly  reprobate  the  dodrine  of  kings 
leing  the  choice  of  the  peopky  a  doftrine  advanced, 
but  not  firft  advanced  by  Dr.  Price  in  his  Revolu- 
tion Sernnon.  "This  doftrine,"  you  fay,  p.  17,, 
**  as  applied  £0  the  prince  now  on  the  Britifh  throne, 
"  is  either  nonfenfe,  and  therefore  neither  true  nor 
"  falfe,  or  it  affirms  a  nnoft  unfounded,  dangerous, 
"  illegal,  and  unconftitutional  pofition.  According 
"  to  this  fpiritual  do6lor  of  polidcs,  if  his  majefty 
"  does  not  owe  his  crown  to  the  choice^  of  his  people, 
"  he  is  no  lawful  king.  Sec." 

On  the  fame  principle  you  equally  reprobate  the 
dodrineof  the  king  being  the  fewant  of  the  peopky 
whereas  the  law,  as  you  fay,  p.  41,  calls  him  ourfove- 
reign  lord  the  king*.  Butfinceyou  allow,  ibid,  that 
"  kings  are  in  one  fenfe,  undoubtedly,  die  fervants  of 
"  the  people,  becaufe  their  power  has  no  other  ra- 
"  tional  end  than  that  of  the  general  advantage,"  it 
is  evident  that  it  is  only  Dr.  Price's  words  that  you 
quarrel  with.  Your  ideas  are,  in  fa6l,  the  very 
iame  with  his,  though 'you  call  his  dodrine,  p.  35, 
not  only  twconftituticnalj  hut  feditious;  adding  that, 
"  it  is  now  publicly  taught,  avowed,  and  printed;" 
whereas  it  was  taught,  avowed,  and  even  printed, 
before  either  you  or  Dr.  Price  were  born. 

*  This  title  of  fcvereign  lord,  derived  from  the  Feudal  fyftem, 
given  to  a  king  of  England,  is  by  no  means  agreeable  to  the  nature 
and  fpirit  of  our  j-irefent  conftitulion,  which  is  a  limited  monarchy^ 
2nd  not  tirJiniited,  as  that  title  implies.  Our  only  pro'pcr /overcign 
is  the  parliament. 

Has 
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Has  not  the  chief  magiftrate  in  every  country, 
as  well  as  the  chief  officer  in  every  town,  a  certain 
duty  to  perform,  with  certain  emoluments,  and 
privileges,  allowed  him  in  confideration  of  the  pro- 
per difcharge  of  that  duty  ?  And  if  the  town 
officer,  though  having  chief  authority  in  his  dif- 
tridt,  yet  in  confequence  of  being  appoi?ited  and 
paid  hi'  his  fervices  by  the  town,  is  never  confi- 
dered  in  any  other  light  than  that  of  thtfervant  of  ths 
tcwn-y  is  not  tte  chief  magiftrate  in  any  country, 
let  him  be  Q.2\\tdiJovereign,  king,  or  what  you  pleafe 
(for  that  is  only  a  name)  xhtfervant  of  the  people? 
What  real  difference  can  there  be  in  the  two  cafes  ? 
They  each  difcharge  a  certain  duty,  and  have  a 
certain  ftipulated  reward  for  it.  The  office  being 
hereditary,  makes  no  real  difference.  In  our  laws, 
and  thofe  of  other  nations,  there  are  precedents 
enow  of  men's  whole  eftates  being  confifcated  for 
crimes  -,  and  this  of  courfe  excludes  the  heir. 

If,  as- you  exprefsly  acknowledge,  the  only  ra- 
tional end  of  the  power  of  a  king  is  the  general 
advantage,  that  is,  the  good  of  the  people,  muli:  not 
the  people  be  of  courfe  the  judges,  whether  they 
derive  advantage  from  him,  and  his  government, 
or  not,  that  is,  whether  they  be  well  or  ill  ferved 
by  him  ?  Though  there  is  no  exprefs,  there  is, 
you  muft  acknowledge,  a  virtual,  compaEi  betiveen 
the  king  and  the  people.  This,  indeed,  is  particu- 
I  larly 
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larly  mentioned  in  the  A<5t  which  implies  the  ab- 
dication of  king  James,  though  you  fay,  p.  38,  it 
is  too  guarded  and  too  circumfiaMial;  and  what  can 
this  compact  be,  but  a  ftipulation  for  prote(5tion, 
&c.  on  the  part  of  the  king,  and  allegiance  on  the 
part  of  the  people  ?  11^  therefore  inftead  oi  p-otec- 
imythty  find  opprejjion,  certainly  allegiance  is  no 
longer  due.  Hence,  according  to  common  fenfe, 
and  the  principles  of  the  Revolution,  the  right  of 
a  fubje6c  to  refift  a  tyrant,  and  dethrone  him  j  and 
what  is  this,  but,  in  other  words,  Ihocking  as  they 
may  found  to  your  ears,  difmiffing,  or  cajhiering  a 
hadfervantj  as  a  perfon  who  had  abufed  his  trufl. 

So  fafcinating  is  the  fituation  in  which  cur  kings 
are  placed,  that  it  is  of  great  importance  to  re- 
mind them  of'  the  true  relation  they  bear  to  the 
people,  or,  as  they  are  fond  of  calling  them  their 
people.  They  are  too  apt  to  imagine  that  their 
rights  are  independent  of  the  will  of  the  people, 
and  confequently  that  they  are  not  accountable  to 
them  for  any  ufe  they  may  make  of  their  po>ver; 
and  their  numerous  dependents,  and  efpecially  the 
clergy,  are  too  apt  to  adminifter  this  pleafing  in- 
toxicating poifon.  This  was  the  ruin  of  the  Stu- 
arts, and  it  is  a  danger  that  threatens  every  prince, 
and  every  country,  from  the  fame  quarter.  Your 
whole  book.  Sir,  is  little  elfe  than  a  vehicle  for  the 
fame  poifon,  inculcating,  but  inconfiilently  enough, 
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zrefpe5f  for  princes,  independent  of  their  being  ori- 
ginally the  choice  of  the  people,  as  if  they  had  fome 
natural  and  indefeafible  right  to  reign  over  us,  they 
being  born  to  comnaand,  and  we  to  obey ;  and  then> 
whether  the  origin  of  this  power  be  divine^  or  have 
any  other  fource  independent  of  the  people,  it  makes 
no  difference  to  us. 

With  the  fuperftitlous  refpeft  for  kings,  and  the 
fpirit  of  chivalry,  which  nothing  but  an  age  of  ex- 
treme barbarifrn  recommended,  and  which  civili- 
zation has  banifhed,  you  Teem  to  think  that  every 
thing  great  and  dignified  has  left  us,  "  Never,  ne- 
*'  ver  more,"  you  fay,  p.  113,  "  fhall  we  behold 
"  that  generous  loyalty  to  rank  and  fex,  that  proud 
*'  fubmifnon,  that  dignified  obedience,  that  fubor- 
"  dination  of  the  heart,  that  kept  alive  even  in  fer- 
*'  vitude  itfcif  the  fpirit  of  an  exalted  freedom. 
"  The  unbcught  gr^ice  of  life,  the  cheap  defence  of 
"  nations,  the  nurfe  of  manly  fentiment  and  heroic 
*'  enterprize,  is  gone.  It  is  gonej  that  fenfibility  of 
"  principle,  that  chaltity  of  hoftour,  v^'hich  felt  a 
"  ftain  like  a  vv^ound,  which  infpired  courage  vvhi'it 
"  it  mitigated  ferocity,  which  enobled  whatever  it 
"  touched,  and  under  which  vice  icfeif  iofl  half  its 
^'  evil,  bylofing  all  its  groffnefs." 

This  is  perhaps  the  moft  admired  pafihge  in  your 
whole  performance ;  but  it  appears  to  me,  that  in 
a  great  pomp  of  wcrdsy'M  cout^ius   but  few  id^ns-^ 

and 
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and  fome  of  them  inconfiitept  and  abfurd.  So  dif- 
ferent alfo  are  men's  feelings,  from  the  difference,  no 
doubt  of  our  educations,  and  the  different  fentiments 
%ve  voluntarily  cherifli  through  life,  that  a  fituation 
which  gives  you  the  idea  of  pride,  gives  me  that  of 
meamejs.  You  are  proud  of  what,  in  my  opinion, 
you  ought  to  be  afhamed,  the  idolatry  of  a  fellow 
creature,  and  the  abafement  of  yourfelf.  Itdifcovers 
a  difpofition  from  which  no  "  manly  fentiment,  or 
"  heroic  enterprize"  can  be  cxpefted.  1  fubmit  to  a 
king,  or  to  any  other  civil  magiflrate,  becaule  the 
good  order  of  fociety  requires  it,  but  1  feel  no  -pride 
in  that  Jubmijjion  j  and  the  "  fubordination  of  my 
"  heart."  I  referve  for  charaBer  only,  not  ioxjiation. 
As  a  citizen,  the  object  of  my  refpe6t  is  the  nation  and 
the  laws.  Thtmagijirates,  by  whatever  name  they 
are  called,  I  refpedt  only  as  the  confidential  fervants 
of  the  nation,  and  the  adminiftrators  of  the  laws. 

Thefe  fentiments,  juft  in  themfelves,  and  favour- 
ing of  no  fuperftition,  appear  to  me  to  become  men, 
whom  nature  has  made  equal,  and  whofe  great  ob- 
je6t,  when  formed  into  focieties,  it  fliould  be  to  pro- 
mote their  common  happinefs.  I  am  proud  of  feel- 
ing myfelf  ^  man  among  men,  and  I  leave  it  to  you.  Sir, 
to  be  "  proud  of  your  obedience,  and  to  keep  alive," 
as  well  as  you  can,  "  in  fervitude  itfelf  the  fpirit  of 
"  an  exalted  freedom."  I  think  it  much  eafier,  at 
leaft,  to  be  preferved  out  of  a  ilate  of  fervitude  than 

in 
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ift  it.     You  take  much  pains  to  gild  your  chains, 
but  they  are  chains  ftill. 

If,  Sir,  you  profefs  this  "generous  loyalty,  this 
"  proud  HibmiiTion,  this  dignified  obedience,  and 
*'  this  fubordinadon  of  the  heart,"  both  to  rank  and 
fexj  how  concentrated  and  exalted  muft  be  the  kn- 
dment,  where  rank  and  fex  are  united !  What  an 
exalted  freedom  would  you  have  felt,  had  you  had 
the  happinefs  of  being  a  fubjeft  of  the  Emprefs  of 
Rufiiai  your  fovereign,  being  then  a  '•jjonian? 
Fighting  under  her  aufpices,  you  would  no  doubt, 
have  been  the  moil  puiflant  of  knights  errant,  and 
her  redoubted  champion,  againfl  the  whole  Turkifh 
empire,  the  fovereign  of  which  is  only  a  man. 

"  It  is  to  no  purpofe  to  fay,"  as  you  do,  p.  19, 
"  that  the  king  of  Cireat  Britain  reigns  at  this  day 
"  by  a  fixed  rule  of  fucceiTion,  according  to  the 
"  laws  of  his  country,  and  that  he  holds  his  ci'own 
"  in  contempt  of  the  choice  of  the  Revolution  fo- 
"  ciety,  which  has  not  a  fingle  vote  for  a  king 
"  among  them,  either  individually  or'  colkclivelyi" 
when  you  acknowledge  that  "  all  the  kingdoms 
"  of  Europe  were,  at  a  remote  period,  eledlive," 
and  that  "  the  prefent  king  holds  his  rank  no 
"  longer  than  while  the  legal  conditions  of  the  com- 
"  pa6t  of  fovereignty  are  performed  by  him." 
This,  Sir,  is  granting  all  that  w^e,  fedidous  as  our 
dodrine   is,    contend  for.     Here  is,  according  to 

yourfelfj 


32  LETTERS      TO 

yourfeir,  a  certain  condition  on  which  kings  reign. 
If,  therefore,  that  condition  be  not  performed,  the 
obligation  of  allegiance  is  difchai'-ged. 

Though  we  do  not  chufe  any  particular  king,  the 
nation  originally  chofe  to  be  governed  by  kings^  with 
"  fuch  limitations,  with  refpedl  to  their  duty  and  pre- 
rogatives, as  they  then  chofe  to  prefcribe.  And  whe- 
ther the  departure  from  the  original  and  proper  duty 
of  a  king  be  made  at  once,  or  by  degrees,  which  has 
generally  been  the  cafe ;  and  though  the  people  may 
have  been  reflirained  by  their  circumftances  from 
checking  the  incroachments  of  their  kings,  the  right 
of  doing  it  muft  ever  remain  inherent  in  them.  They 
muft  always  have  a  power  of  refuming  what  them- 
lelvea  gave,  when  the  condition  on  which  it  was  given 
is  not  performed.  They  can  furely  recall  a  truft 
that  has  been  abufed,  and  reinftate  themfelves  in 
their  former  fituation,  or  in  a  better,  if  they  can 
'  find  one. 

If  there  be,  what  you  allow,  a  compaSl  cf  Sove- 
reignty, who  are  the  parties,  but  the  people  and  the 
kingy  and  if  the  com})a6l  be  broken  on  his  fide,  are 
net  the  rank  and  the  privileges,  which  he  held  upon 
the  condition  of  obferving  the  terms  of  the  compadt, 
forfeited  ?  "  The  rule  of  fucceffion,"  you  fay,  "  is 
"  according  to  the  laws  of  his  country  J'  But  what, 
according  to  yourfelf,  is  the  origin  of  both  our  com- 
mon and  ilatute  law  ? 

"  Both 
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**  Both  thefe  defcriptlons  of  law,  "  you  fay,  p. 
"  28,  are  of  the  fame  force,  and  are  derived  from 
*'  an  equal  authority,  emanating  from  the  com- 
"  mon  agreement,  and  original  compadl  of  the 
"  ftate  (communi  fponftone  reipublica)  and  as  fuch 
*'  are  equally  binding  on  king  and  people  too,  as 
*^  long  as  the  terms  are  obferved,  and  they  con- 
**  tinue  the  fame  body  politic.'*  Laws,  then, 
not  coming  down  from  heaven,  but  being  mads 
by  men,  may  alfo  be  changed  by  them  ;  and  what 
is  a  conjlitution  of  government  ^hut  the  greater  laws  of 
the  ftate  ?  Kings,  therefore,  as  well  as  the  people, 
may  violate  thefe  laws  by  which  they  are  equally 
bound  i  and  if  other  violaters  of  law  be  punifhable, 
by  degradation  or  otherwife,  why  Ihould  kings 
be  excepted  ?  Are  their  violations  of  the  law,  or 
the  conftitution,  lefs  injurious  to  the  common- 
wealth than  thofe  of  other  tranfgreflbrs  ?  Let  the 
punilhment  of  kings  be  as  grave  and  decorous^  p. 
23,  as  you  pleafe,  but  let  juftice,  fubftantial  juf^ 
tice,  be  done. 

1  am.  Dear  Sirj 

Yours,  &:c. 
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LETTER     IV. 

Of  the  Revolution  in  England  $ompared  with  that  in 
France, 

Dear  Sir, 

T T  is  impofllble  to  confider  the  late  Revolution 
in  France  without  having  in  our  eye  that  which 
took  place  in  England  in  1688.  This  has  had 
fo  much  of  the  cordial  approbation  of  all  clafTes 
of  people  here,  at  leaft  all  thofe  who  are  denomi- 
nated wi^/^j,  that  you  found  yourfelf  under  the  ne- 
cefTity  of  approving  of  it.  .  But  you  wilh  to  dif- 
tinguijQi  between  the  principles  on  which  the  great 
aftors  in  that  m.emorahle  event  proceeded,  and 
thofe  of  the  National  Aflembly  in  France.  The 
promoters  of  the' Engli{h  Revolution,  you  would 
have  us  underftand,  were  not  guided  by  any  view 
to  the^  natural  (or  as  you  affedt  to  call  them,  the 
chimerical)  rights  of  men,  but  were  influenced  by  a 
regard  to  rights  hn&iioncdhY aiKient pojfej/iony  and 
confequently  that  their  example  furnilhes  no  au- 
thority for  any  people  to  chufe  their  own  gover- 
nors, or  to  difnifs  them  for  mifconduft. 

You  appeal  to  Lord  Somers,  p.  27,  for  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Englilh  Revolution.     Let  his  writ- 
ings. 
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ings,  then,  explain  his  fentiinents  on  the  nature  of 
government.     Now  the  very  title  page  of  a  tradt 
generally  afcribed  to  him, entitled, /^f  Judgment  of 
whole  Kingdoms  and  Nations  concerning  the  Rights, 
Power,  and  Prerogative  of  Kings,  and  the  Rights, 
Privileges,  and  Properties  of  the  People,  aflerts,  that 
"  all  magiftrates  and  governors  proceed  from  the 
*'  people."     This  he  proves  at  large  in  the  courfe 
of  the  work,  in  which  he  fhovvs,   as  an  inference 
from  this  great  principle,    that  the  people,  when 
opprefled,   are  jullifiable  in  relieving  themfelves 
by  a  change  of  their  governors,  or  of  their  govern- 
ment ;   exploding,  in  a  variety  of  lights,  the  flavilli 
doftrine,  to  ufe  his  own  terms,  oi  pajfive  obedience 
and  loyalty. 

One  of  the  mofl:  extraordinary  of  your  afler- 
tions,  with  refped  to  the  Revolution  in  England, 
is  the  following,  "  So  far,"  you  fay,  p.  27,  "  is  it 
"  from  being  true,  that  we  acquired  a  right  by  the 
"  Revolution  to  eleft  our  kings,  that  if  we  had 
"  poffeffed  it  before,  the  Englifh  nation  did  at  that 
**  time  moft  folemnly  renounce  and  abdicate  it  for 
*'  themfelves,  and  for  all  their  pofterity,  for  ever.'* 
But  could  they  ferioufly  mean  to  bind  their  pofte- 
rity from  ever  doing  again  what  they  themfelves 
then  did?  Did  they  not,  by  changing  the  natural 
fuccefTion  of  the  kings  of  this  realm,  aftually  exer^ 
cife  the  right  of  chufing  kings,  declaring  what  de- 
fcription  of  perfons  ihould  from  that  time  fucceed 
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to  the  crown  ?  And  what  any  one  parliament  did, 
a  iucceeding  one  might,  no  doubt,  undo. 

But  that  no  fuch  thing  as  a  renunciation  of  a 
right  to  do  any  thing  of  this  kind,  was  really  meant 
by  the  legidature  of  that  age,  is  evident  from  two 
Ads  of  Parliamentj  viz.  of  the  fourth  and  fixth  of 
Queen  Ann,  the  former  of  them  made  before  the 
Union ;  and  the  latter  in  the  fame  words  after  it 
refpefting  the  whole  of  Great  Britain.  This  was  in 
the  time  of  Lord  Somers,  and  no  doubt  with  his 
concurrence ;  and  from  them  it  appears  that  your 
aifertion  is  even  nothing  lefs  than  bigb  treafon. 
The  words  of  the  Ads  are  as  follows,  "If  any 
pcrfon  (hall,  by  writing  or  printing,  maintain, 
"  and  affirm,  that  the  kings  or  queens  of  this  realm,  , 
"  with  and  by  the  authority  of  Parliament,  are  not 
"  able  to  make  laws  and  ftatutes  of  fufficient  vali- 
**  dity,  to  limit  the  crown,  and  thedefcent,  inheri- 
«*  tance,  and  government  thereof,  every  fuch  psr- 
*'  fon  Ihall  be  guilty  of  high  treafon." 

Far  am  I  from  wifhing  to  bring  you  into  any  fe- 
rious  inconvenience  by  reprefenting  you  as  hav- 
ing offended  againfl:  the  laws  of  your  country; 
but  I  wifh  it  may  fcrve  as  a  hint  to  you,  to  pay 
more  attention  totlie  great  principles  of  our  con- 
ilitvKion,  as  v/ell  as  to  the  univerfal  principles  of 
■government,  and  the  rights  of  men,  ofFcnfive  as  the 
term  may  be  to  you,  for  the  future. 

You 
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You  fay,  p.  31.  "  The  gentlemen  o( the  fociety 
^*'  for  revolutions"  (as  you  contemptuouQy  call  it) 
"  fee  nothing  of  that  in  1688,  but  the  deviation 
"  from  the  conftitution;  and  they  take  the  devia- 
**  tion  from  the  principle,  for  the  principle."  Let 
us  then  confider  the  fimple  fa5f,  that  we  may  dif- 
cover  the  true  principle  of  the  proceeding,  and  exa- 
mine the  juftice  of  your  complaint.  A  king  had 
abufed  his  truft,  and,  in  the  conftrudtion  of  the  re- 
maining governing  powers  of  the  country,  as  well 
as  of  the  people,  had  virtually  abdicated  the  govern- 
fnent.  According  to  the  eftablifhed  rule  of  fuc- 
celTion,  his  fon  fliould  have  fucceeded  him,  but 
they  apprehended  the  fame  evils  from  the  fon, 
which  they  had  experienced  from  the  father, 
and  likewife  from  all  princes  of  the  fame  de- 
fcription  with  the  father,  that  is,  all  who  fhould 
profefs  the  Roman  Catholic  religion.  They 
therefore,  made  a  law  to  exclude  all  fuch  princes, 
and  fixed  the  fucceflion  in  the  neareft  Proteftant 
line..  But,  in  conjunction  with  the  firft  of  this 
line,  they  chofe  a  perfon  entirely  foreign  to  it,  who 
had  no  legal  pretenfions  to  the  crown  at  all,  being 
only  the  hufband  of  Queen  Mary,  as  Prince 
George  of  Denmark  was  of  Queen  Ann,  p.  37, and 
on  the  failure  of  ilTue,  by  his  wife  Mary,  and  the 
Princefs  Ann,  they  gave  the  crown  to  the  heirs  of 
the  body  of  the  Prince  of  Orange.  See  Rapin's 
Hiftory,  vol.  II.  p.  795. 
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Here  then,  was  a  choice  made,  both  of  a  par- 
ticular king  pro  temporCy  andalfoof  ^  new  line  of  Juc" 
cejjion  for  future  kings.  Certainly,  therefore,  if  the 
condudt  of  ouranceilors  in  that  period  be  any  pre- 
cedent for  future  proceedings,  it  authorizes  the 
people  of  this  country  not  only  to  make  any 
change  in  the  rule  of  fucceflion  to  the  crown,  but 
to  make  any  perfon  king,  and,  in  fadl  to  do  what- 
ever they  ftiall  think  neceflary  for  the  redrefs  of 
their  grievances.  This  was  unqueftionably  the 
proper  reafon,  motive,  principle,  or  rule,  of  their  con- 
dufts  and  to  aft  upon  it  in  any  future  time  can- 
not with  propriety  be  called  taking  "  the  devia- 
"  tion  from  their  principle  for  the  principle."  To 
do  any  thing  thatfhall  be  deemed  neceflary  to  re- 
move any  prefent  evils,  and  to  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  them,  would  be  doing  no  more  than  they 
would  have  done  in  our  circumftances. 

Confidering  the  reverence  that  is  always  paid  to 
whatever  is  ancient,  it  is  certainly  wife  in  any  nation 
to  preferve  old  inftitutions  as  long  as  they  ai-e  to- 
lerable, becaufe  the  people  will  bear  with  them 
better  than  with  new  ones.  This  principle,  no 
doubt,  influenced  our  ancefliors  at  the  Revolution, 
and  at  other  times.  They  contented  themfelves 
with  removing  the  prefllng  grievance,  and  kept  as 
near  to  the  ancient  fyfl:em  as  they  could.  At  the 
Revolution,  there  was  no  occafion  for  any  thing 
more;  at  leaft  the  country  would  not  bear  any 

thing 
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thing  more,  than  a  deviation  from  the  line  of  fuc- 
ceflion  to  the  crown,  leaving  the  Popifh,  and  adopt- 
ing the  Proteftant  line.  But  if  more  had  been 
wanted,   they  would  certainly  have  done  more. 

You  call  the  Revolution,  p.  24,  "  an  a6b  of  ne- 
cefllcy."  But  what  was  it  that  made  it  nccef- 
fary?  On  what  political  principle  was  the  neceiTity 
founded  ?  Was  it  not  deemed  neceflary  becaufc 
the  people  apprehended  that  their  liberties,  and 
confequently  their  happinefs,  were  endangered  by 
the  meafures  of  the  kingj  and  therefore,  though, 
as  you  juftly  fay,  p.  44,  "  a  revolution  is  the  laft 
**  refource  of  the  thinking  and  the  good,"  it  was 
what  they  found  themfelves  driven  to.  It  was  the 
lefs  of  two  evils  which  they  had  in  profpe6t  j  and 
what  they  did  they  thought  to  be  necelTary  for  the 
removal,  and  prevention,  of  the  evil.  And  on  the 
{(imQ  principle  that  they  changed  the  order  of  fuc- 
ceflion,  they  would  have  changed  the  whole  frame 
of  the  government.  Had  they  apprehended  ^0- 
vernment  by  kings  in  general  to  be  as  great  a  griev- 
ance as  that  by  Popijhkings^  they  would  have  abo- 
lifhed  kingly  government  altogether,  and  this 
country  would  now  have  been  a  republic. 

Whenever  circumftances  have  been  favourable 
to  greater  changes,  wife  nations  have  not  failed  to 
adopt  them.  When  America  was  driven,  as  you 
will  allow  (for  at  that  time  you  were  very  adlive 
in  the  bufinefs,  and  many  a  time  have  I,  with  fm- 
D  4  gular 
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gular  fatisfa^^ionj  heard  you  plead  the  caufe  of 
American  liberty)  by  the  opprefTion  of  this  coun- 
try, to  break  entirely  from  it,  the  Americans,  fen- 
fibleof  more  evils  attending  their  former  govern- 
ment, than  our  anceftors  at  the  Revolution,  ven- 
tured to  do  a  great  deal  more,  and  fet  a  glorious 
example   to  France,  and  to  the  world.      They 
formed  a  completely  new  government  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  equal  iii?erty,  and  the  rights  of  men,  "  with- 
"  out  nobles,"  as  Dr.  Price  exprefllvely  and  hap- 
pily faid,  *^' without  billaops,  and  without  a  king;" 
which,  indeed,  the  Dutch,   after  their  feparation 
from  the  Spanifh  monarchy,  did  in  a  great  meafure 
before  them.   If  arbitrary  princes  tremble  at  thefe 
gre^t  eicamples  (at  the  very  idea  of  which  youyour- 
felf,  as  if  you  were  a  part  of  royalty,   and  apper- 
taining to  it,  tremble  alfo)  it  is  time  that  they  who 
have  fo  long  made  others  tremble,  fhould,  in  their 
turn,  tremble  themfelves.     But  let  the  people  re- 
joice.  It  will  either  make  their  princes  keep  with- 
in bounds,  or  encourage  them  to  hope  that  the 
time  of  their  deliverance  is  at  hand. 

That  all  perfons  have  not  the  fame  dread  of  re- 
volutions which  has  feized  on  you,  and  that  the 
genuine  principles  of  the  Revolution  are  ftill  pre- 
fcived  and  taught  in  this  country,  will  appear  from. 
the  following  extracts  from  Mr.  Paley^s  Principles 
of  Moral  and  political  Philo/opbyy  with  which  I  fhall 
clole  this  letter, 

".  Govern- 
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"  Government  may  be  toofecure.  The  greateft  ty- 
'*  rants  have  been  thofe,  whofe  titles  were  the  moft 
'^  unqueftioncd.  Whenever,  therefore,  the  opinion 
^*  ofright  becomes  too  predominant  and  fuperftiti- 
**  ous,  it  is  abated  by  breaking  the  cuftom.  Thus 
•'  the  Revolution  broke  the  cufiom  offuccej/iony  and 
**  thereby  moderated  both  in  the  prince  and  people, 
"  thofe  lofty  notions  of  hereditary  right,  which  in 
"  the  one  were  become  a  continual  temptation  to 
**  tyranny,  and  difpofed  the  other  to  invite  fervi- 
**  tude,  by  undue  compliances  and  dangerous  con- 
"  ceffions."  p.  411,  Quarto  Edition. 

"  The  true  reafon  why  mankind  hold  in  detefta- 
**  tion  the  memory  of  thofe  who  have  fold  their 
"  liberty  to  a  tyrant,  is,  that  together  with  their 
**  own,  they  fold  commonly,  or  endangered,  the 
"  liberty  of  others;  which  certainly  they  had  no 
"  right  to  difpofe  of."  p.  77. 

"  No  ufage,  law,  or  authority  whatever,  is  fo 
**  binding,  that  it  need  or  ought  to  be  continued, 
*^  when  it  may  be  changed  with  advantage  to  the 
"  community.  The  family  of  the  prince,  the  or- 
"  der  of  fucceflion,  the  prerogative  of  the  crown, 
"  the  form  and  parts  of  the  legiflature,  together 
"  with  the  refpeftive  powers,  office,  duration,  and 
"  mutual  dependency  of  the  feveral  parts,  are  all 
"  only  fo  many  la'-iVSy  mutable  like  other  laws, 
'*  whenever  expediency  requires,  either  by  the  or- 

"  dinary 
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*'  dinary  aft  of  the  legiflature,  or  if  the  occafion 
'*  deferve  it,  by  the  interpofition  of  the  people. 
"  Thefe  points  are  wont  to  be  approached  with  a 
"  kind  of  awe,  they  are  reprefented  to  the  mind 
"  as  principles  of  the  conftitution,  fettled  by  our 
«  anceflors,  and  being  fettled  to  be  no  more  com- 
"  mitted  to  innovation  or  debate,  as  foundations 
*f  never  to  beflirredj  as  the  terms  and  conditions 
"  of  the  fecial  compad,  to  which  every  citizen  of 
"  the  ilate  has  engaged  his  fidelity,  by  virtue  of  a 
"  promife,  which  he  cannot  now  recall.  Such  rea- 
«^  fons  have  no  place  in  our  fyftem:  to  us,  if  there 
*^  be  any  good  reafon  for  treating  thefe  with  more 
"  deference  and  refpe6l  than  other  laws,  it  is 
"  either  the  advantage  of  the  prefent  conftitution 
<f  of  government  (which  reafon  muft  be  ofdifferent 
*^  force  in  different  countries)  or,  becaufe,  in  all 
*'  countries,  it  is  of  importance,  that  the  form  and 
"  ufaoe  of  governing  be  acknowledged  and  under- 
"  flood,  as  well  by  the  governors  as  the  governed, 
**  and  becaufe  the  feldomer  it  is  changed,  the  more 
"  it  will  be  refpefted  by  both  fides."  p.  426. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,,  &c. 
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Of  the  Revolution  Society  inEngland^  and  Mr,  Burke'' s 
Refie^ions  on  Dr,  Price. 

Dear  Sir, 

YOU  are  exceedingly  offended  at  the  condu6l  of 
the  Revolution  Society  in  England,  for  fend- 
ine  congratulations  to  the  National  Allembly  in 
France.  "  I  Ihould  think  it,"  you  fay,  p.  6,  ''at 
**  leaft  improper  and  irregular,  to  open  a  formal 
"  public  correfpondence  with  the  a6lual  govern- 
**  ment  of  a  foreign  nation,  without  the  exprefs  au- 
"  thority  of  the  government  under  which  I  live.'* 
You  think  it  was  done  "  under  an  equivucai'de- 
"  fcription,  which  to  many,  unacquainted  with 
"  our  ufages,  might  make  the  addrcfs  appear  as 
"  the  a(5lof  perfons  in  fome  fort  of  a  corporate  bo- 
"  dy,  acknowledged  by  the  laws  of  the  kingdom, 
*'  and  authorifed  to  fpeak  the  fenfe  of  fome  part  of 
"  it.  It  is  a  policy,"  you  fay,  p.  7,  "  that  has 
"  very  much  the  complexion  of  a  fraud." 

But  whatoccafion  could  there  be  to  afk  leave  of 

the  government  of  one  country  to  fend  an  addrcfs 

1  *  to 
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to  that  of  another,  unlefs  it  had  been  affeSied  by  the 
correfpondence ;  and  in  this  cafe  the  Englilh  go- 
vernment had  nothing  more  to  do  with  the  tranf- 
a^ion  than  any  private  individual  in  the  country. 
Was  any  thing  faid  by  the  Revolution  Society,  in 
the  name  of  the  government  of  tliis  country,  or  was 
the  latter  at  all  pledged  to  do  one  thing  or  another 
in  the  bufinefs  ? 

As  to  fuch  a  refpeflable  body  of  men  as  the 
National  Aflembly  of  France  noticing  the  addrefs 
of  thofe  who  compofe  the  Revolution  Society  in 
England-,  it  is  nothing  new  or  uncommon,  either 
for  fmall  bodies  of  men  to  addrefs  large  ones,  or 
for  large  focicties  to  notice  fuch  addreflesj  and 
■what  material  difference  is  there,  whether  the  per- 
fons  addrefTing,  and  thofe  addrefled,  be  of  the  fame 
country,  or  of  different  countries?  The  only 
queftion  is,  whether  the  addrefs,  or  the  notice, 
were  proper  or  improper. 

The  National  Affembly  of  France  could  not  be 
fo  ignorant  of  the  conftitution  of  England,  as  to 
fuppofe  that  the  Revolution  Society  was  a  body  au- 
thorized by  the  ftate,  or  that  it  had  any  connexion 
with  the  government  of  the  country;  fo  that  there 
could  be  nQ  fraud  or  impofjtien  in  the  cafe;  and  it 
may  be  eafily  fuppofed,  that,  being  the  founders  of 
a  new  fyflem  of  government  in  France,  which  has 
hitherto   been  confidered  as  the  natural  enemy  of 

England, 
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'England,  they  might  think  it  wife  to  embrace  the 
firft  opportunity  of  fhewing  that  they  were  difpofed 
tobe  our/nV;/c/j,  and  that  they  took  it  kindly,  that 
any  number  of  refpefbable  individuals  in  this  coun- 
try fhould  approve  of  their  proceedings.  As  far  as 
the  tranfaution  went,  it  afforded  a  profpeft  of  future 
good  neighbourhood. 

The  members  of  the  French  AlTembly  would 
judge  of  the  extent  of  the  friendly  difpofition  of  tliis 
country  tov/ards  them,  by  the  names  of  the  perfons 
who  promoted  the  meafure;  and  when  they  faw 
that  of  Dr.  Frice,  fo  well  known,  and  fo  favourably 
known,  for  true  patriotifm,  difinterefted  benevo- 
lence, and  public  fpirit,  both  in  France  and  Ame- 
rica, they  would  naturally,  and  juftly,  conclude, 
that,  though  no  great  part  of  the  Englilli  nation 
was  prefent,  thofe  who  were  fpoke  the  fentiments 
of  great  numbers,  and  thofe  the  molt  refpedable 
in  the  country.  The,  good  will  of  fuch  men  as 
Dr.  Price  (in  whatever  part  of  the  globe,  or  for 
whatever  purpofe  afiembled)  even  the  National 
Affembly  of  France  might  conceive  to  be  no  in- 
confiderable  fandion  to  their  proceedings. 

Where  is  the  great  impropriety  of  a  nation  re- 
ceiving even  advice,  and  much  more  accepting 
congratulations,  from  fmgle  men  of  eminent  wildom 
and  virtue  ?  And  in  this  light  thoufands  regard  Dr. 
Price :  and  notwithlbnding  the  odium  v/hich  you,  in 
5        '  vain. 
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vain,  endeavour  to  throw  upon  him,  and  which  only 
recoils  upon  yourfclf,  his  name  will  be  known,  and 
refpeded,  as  long  as  refped  for  religion,  for  virtue, 
and  for  the  juft  rights  of  mankind,  fliall  exift. 

The  difcourfe  which  gives  you  fo  much  offence, 
was  indeed  delivered  from  a  pulpit ,  and  is  common- 
ly called  2iJermon;  but  this   is  all  the  impropriety 
that  belongs   to  it,    and   therefore  affeds  the  title 
only.    It  was.   delivered  to  a   number  of  political 
friends,  on  a  week  day,  deftined  to  a  political  pur- 
pofe,  and  might  perhaps  as   well  have  been  deli- 
vered in  the  room  in  which   their  company  dined. 
No   preacher,  I   will  venture  to  fay,  more  fcrupu- 
loudy  adapts  his  ufual  difcourfes  to  the  real  occafions 
of  a  chriftian  audience,  than  Dr.  Price  does  j  and  had 
you.  Sir,  been  one  of  his  ftated  hearers  (though 
you  may  lliudder  at  the  idea  of  going  into  a  Ccn- 
venticle)  you  would,  I  doubt  not,  have  been  both  a 
wifer  and  a  better  man  than  you  now  are,  wife  and 
good  as  you,   neverthelefs,  may  be  ;  for  I  do  not 
judge  of  your  ufual  temper  and  difpofition  from 
the   ftrain   of   this  moft  intemperate  publication. 
I  know   you,  and  I  know  it  to  be  unworthy  of 
you. 

Befides,  the  pulpit  has  not  been  thought  pro- 
faned by  all  fubje6ts  of  a  political ^  if  of  a.  gef7erally 
zifefuly  nature.  If  fo,  certainly  the  condu6t  of  the 
clergy  muft  be    feverely  cenfured  for  the  ufual 

ftrain 
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ftrain  of  their  preaching  on  the  30th  of  January, 
If  they  preach  in  defence  o( arbitrary  power,  which 
they  generally  have  done  on  that  day,  why  may 
not  we  preach  in  defence  of  the  great  principle  of 
equal  Uherfy^  and  the  moft  important  right  of  reftjl- 
cnce  to  fuch  governments  as  they  recommend  ? 

You  feem  to  take  particular  pleafure  in  compar- 
ing Dr.  Frice  to  Hugh  Peters,  who-exprefTed  himfclf 
in  the  fame  language  with  refpeft  to  the  death  of 
king  Charles,  that  Dr.  Price  has  made  ufe  of  with 
refpefl  to  the  glorious  profpefl  of  things  that  has 
opened  upon  us  by  the  late  Revolution  in  France. 
No  doiibt,  a  very  handfome  face  may  have  fome 
features  refembling  thofe  in  a  very  ugly  one,  and 
therefore  Dr.  Price  may,  without  any  reflexion 
upon  him,  refemble  Hugh  Peters  in  his  abhorrence 
of  tyranny,  though  very  different  fronnhimin  other 
refpe6ls.  Bilhop  Burnet  calls  Peters  "  a  fort  of 
*'  enthufiaftic  buffoon  preacher,  and  a  very  vitious 
**  man,"  andhereprefentshim  as  dying  in  the  moll 
cowardly  manner*.  But  will  this  charader  apply 
to  Dr.  Price,  a  man  whom  thePrefident  of  the  Na- 

*  Neal  fays,  that,  after  the  execution  of  his  companion  Mr. 
Cooke,  who  fuffered  with  the  greateft  heroifm,  he  refnmed  his 
courage,  and  faid  to  the  fherifF,  *'  Sir,  you  have  (lain  one  of  the 
"  fervants  of  the  Lord,  and  made  me  behold  it,  on  purpofe  to  ter- 
"  rify  and  difcourage  me  ;  but  God  has  made  it  an  ordinance  for 
*roy  (trengthening  and  encouragement." 

tional 
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tional  AfTcnably  of  France  has  ftyled,  andjuftly 
ftyled,  the  Apoftle  of  Liberty,  though  you  call  him 
the  Doctor  of  Politics,  p.  17,  the  Political  Divine^ 
p.  20,  and  load  hiai  with  fuch  other  epithets  of 
contempt  as  your  exuberant  imagination,  unre- 
ftrained  by  any  regard  to  decency,  can  fupplyj  at 
the  fame  time  that,  with  your  ufual  inconfiitency, 
you  acknowledge,  p.  13,  that  he  has  "  the  beft 
**  intentions  in  the  world.'* 

According  to  you,  this  Hugh  Peters  rode  in  a 
kind  of  triumph  on  the  bringing  of  king  Charles 
a  prifoner  to  London;  and  he  may  have  tri- 
umphed in  an  indecent  and  an  improper  manner. 
But,  in  my  opinion,  there  was  fufficient  caufe  for 
triumph.  ^\i<t  thirtieth  of  January  was  (to  ufe  a 
phrafe  of  Admiral  Keppel's)  a  -proud  day  for 
England,  as  well  as  the  fourteenth  of  July  for 
France;  and  it  will  .be  remembered  as  fuch  by 
the  lateft  pofterity  oi  freemen.  Let  all  tyrants 
read  the  hiftory  of  both,  and  tremble.  Good 
princes  will  read  it  without  any  unplcafant  emo- 
tion. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir^ 

Yours^  &c* 


LETTER 
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L  E  T  T  E  R    VI. 

Of  the  Interference  of  the  State  in  Matters  of  Religion 
in  general. 

Dear  Sir> 

IT  was  the  devout  wlfh  of  Job,  who,  with  ex^ 
emplary  patience,  had  borne  much   calumny, 
as  well  as  fufferings  of  other  kinds,  that  his  adver- . 
Jary  had  written  a  book.      The  favour  which  this 
good  man  could  not  obtain,  the  defpifed  and  op- . 
prefTed  DifTenters  have  at   length  beei?  indulged* 
with  from  you,  at  lead  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  caufe 
of  your  ftrong  attachment  to  the  eftablilhed  church 
of  this   country,  whichj '  no  doubt,  induced  you  to 
enter  fo  warmly  as  you  did  into  the  oppofition  to 
our  late  claims  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons.     We;., 
are  now  happy  iii  having  an  opportunity  of  view- 
ing, and  examining,  the  true  fprings  of  your  con- . 
duft,  and  are  not  obliged  to  colled  your  arguments 
from  uncertain  report,  or  the  mutilated,  and,  no 
doubt,  very  often  falfe,  accounts  in  the  newfpapers. 
We  have  now  the  reafoning  of  the  fenator  from  the 
fenator  himfelf. 

E  I  rather 
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I  rather  wonder,  however,  at  this  conduct  iii 
youy  when  I  find  you  lamenting,  p.  i  ^^^  that  "  ic 
**  has  been  our  misfortune,  and  not,  as  thefe  gen- 
"  tlemen  think  it"  (meaning,  no  doubt,  myfelf  as 
well  as,  others)  "  the  glory,  of  this  age,  that  every 
**  thing  is  to  be  dijcujfedy  For  certainly  fuch  a 
publication  as  this  of  yours,  you  could  not  but 
think,  muft  lead  to  much  difcuflion.  If,  therefore, 
you  thought  this  to  be  a  dangerous  procefs,  with 
refpedl  either  to  Church  or  State,  you  certainly 
ought  not  to  have  entered  upon  it,  by  publilliing 
any  thing  on  the  fubjed^  unlefs,  indeed,  you  had 
thought  (which  perhaps  may  have  been  the  cafe) 
that  your  publication  would  efFeflually  deter  all 
opponents  J  your  reafoning  being  fo  forcible  as  to 
preclude,  and  be  an  effedual  bar  to,  all  farther  dif- 
cufTion  on  the  fubjeft;  nor  do  I  much  wonder  at 
your  entertaining  this  idea,  from  the  exhibition  you 
have  given  us  of  the  ftate  of  your  own  mind  with 
refpedt  to  it. 

"  Our  church  eftablifliment,*'  you  fay,  p.  136, 
"  is  the  firft  of  our  prejudices.  It  is,"  you  fay  again, 
"  the  fi.rft,  the  laft,  and  the  midft  in  our  minds," 
that  is,  it  occupies  the  whole  capacity  of  them,  fo 
that  they  cannot  admit  any  diing  elfe,  at  leaft  any- 
thing of  an  oppofite  nature.  Of  courfe,  the  maxims 
on  which  you  proceed  mufl  to  you  appear  incontro- 
vertible.   "!f  ou,  therefore,  very  naturally  add,  "  it 

«is 
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**  is  not  a  prejudice  deftitute  of  reafon,  but  involving 
*'  in  it  profound  and  extenfive  wifdom."  For  fuch 
is  the  opinion  that  we  all  entertain  of  prejudices 
deeply  rooted  in  our  own  minds ;  though  it  is  no 
uncommon  thing  for  what  appears  to  be  profound 
and  extenfive  wifdom  to  one  man,  to  appear  the  ex- 
treme of  folly  to  another  J  and  unfortunately  (owing 
perhaps  to  the  difference  of  our  educations,  and 
early  habits)  this  is  precifely  the  difference  between 
you  and  me.  What  you  admire  I  defpife,  and  what 
you  think  highly  ufeful,  I  am  perfuadcd  is  very  mif- 
chievous. 

However,  notwithflanding  the  great  difference 
in  our  condufonsy  we  have,  I  perceive,  fome  great 
and  leading  common  principles ;  fo  that  it  may  not  be 
difKcult  to  difcover  which  of  us  has  departed  the 
fartheft  from  them.  I  fhall  endeavour  to  fhew  our 
readers,  that  with  thefe  common  principles,  your 
conclufions  are  v/holly  difcordant;  and  1  liatter  my- 
felf  that,  differently  as  we  think  on  a  variety  of 
fubjedts,  we  have  more  common  principles  than 
you  have  given  fufficient  attention  to,  and  more 
than  you  really  a6l  upon.  You  cannoc,  for  exam- 
ple, have  that  diflike  to  difcujfion  which  you  profefs, 
becaufe,  in  this  and  in  other  publications,  as  well 
as  in  your  fpeeches  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  you 
have  entered  largely  into  many  difcuffioris  j  and  you 
muft  alfo  agree  with  me  in  thinking  that  the  more 
E  2  important 
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important  any  fubje<5t  is,  or  the  more  interefting  it 
is  to  nnen,  either  as  individuals,  or  members  of  fo- 
ciety,  the  greater  call  there  is  for  an  accurate  dif- 
cuflion  of  every  thing  relating  to  it ;  becaufe,  in 
things  of  this  nature,  miftakes  are  the  moft  dan- 
gerous, and  you  are  far  from  fuppofing  religion  to 
be  a  matter  of  indifference,  either  to  individuals,  or 
to  fociety.  And  how  can  we  guard  againft,  or  in- 
deed be  apprized  of,  any  miftakes,  without  due  exa- 
mination, or  difcuffion? 

That  our  readers  may  fee  at  one  view  what  it  is 
that  you  maintain  with  refpecSl  to  civil  eftablilh-- 
ments  of  religion,  I  Ihall,  before  I  enter  upon  the 
difcuffion  of  them,  give  our  readers  a  fumm^ary 
view  of  all  your  pofitions.  Confounding,  as  you 
evidently  do,  the  idea  of  religion  itfelf,  with  that  of 
the  civil  eftablijljment  of  it,  you  fay,  "  It  is  the 
"  bafis  of  civil  fociety,  and  effential  to  every  ftate," 
infomuch  that  you  even  queftion  whether  it  be 
lawful  to  be  without  one.  So  far,  you  think,  is  the 
church  from  having  any  dependence  upon  the  ftate, 
that  the  ftate  has  not  even  **  the  property,  or  do- 
■'  minion,"  of  any  thing  belonging  to  the  church,, 
being  only  the  "  guardian."  of  the  revenues  of  the 
church,  and  holding  them  in  truft  for  its  ufe.  You^ 
therefore,  hold  that  the  property  of  the  church  is 
unalienable,  and  not  to  be  touched  in  any  emer- 
gency of  ftate  whatever.     Religion,   you  mciintain, 

derives 
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derives  its  ejiimalion  and  effe5l,  from  the  riches 
and  magnificence  of  its  eftablilhment  j  that  fuch 
eftabiilliment  is  calculated  for  the  multitude,  that  it 
is  peculiarly  ufeful  both  to  the  poor  and  the  rich, 
and,  though  neceffary  to  all  ftates,  is  more  proper 
for  a  democraticaly  than  any  other  form  of  govern- 
ment. 

Now,  Sir,  ftrange  as  it  may  appear  to  you,  my 
ideas,  in  all  thefe  refpe6ls,  are  the  very  reverfe  of 
yours.  Religion  I  confider  as  a  thing  that  requires 
no  civil  eflablifhment  whatever,  and  that  its  bene- 
ficial operation  is  injured  by  fuch  eftablilhment, 
and  the  more  in  proportion  to  its  riches.  I  am  fa- 
tisfied  that  fuch  an  eftablilhment,  inftead  of  being 
any  advantage,  is  a  great  incumbrance  to  a  ftate, 
and  in  general  highly  unfavourable  to  its  liberties. 
Civil  eftabliftiments  of  chriftianity  were  altogether 
unknown  in  the  early  ages,  and  gained  ground  by 
very  (low  degrees,  as  other  corruptions  and  abufes 
in  the  fyftem  did,  I  am  clearly  of  opinion,  that 
the  ftate  has  a  right  to  difpofe  of  all  property  within 
itfelfi  that  of  the  church,  as  v;ell  as  of  every  thing 
elfe  of  a  public  nature ;  and  that  religion  has  na- 
turally nothing  at  all  to  do  with  any  particular  form 
of  civil  government  j  being  ufeful  indeed  to  all  per- 
fons,  the  rich  as  well  as  the  poor,  but  only  as  indi- 
viduals, 

£3  Let 
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Let  us  now  trace  our  very  different  ideas  to  their 
proper  fource,  and  compare  them  with  our  com- 
mon principles}  and  I  am  happy  to  find  that  we 
ao-ree  with  refpeft  to  the  proper  ufe  and  advantage 
of  government  in  general,  which  is  a  very  material 
circumftance  in  our  difcufTion.  ^*  Government," 
you  fay,  p.  8^,  "is  a  contrivance  of  human  wif- 
*'  dom,  to  provide  for  human  wants,  and  men  have 
"  a  right  that  thefe  wants  be  provided  for  by  this 
"  wifdom." 

You  will  not,  however,  fay  that  all  human  wants 

are  to  be  provided  for  by  government  i  for  it  is 

manifeflly  only  Jome  of  them  that  its  great  power 

can  reach,  and  therefore  much  mufl  be  left  to  the 

individuals  them.felves.     This  you  allow,  when  you 

fay,  p.  87,   "  whatever  each    man    can   feparately 

"  do,  without  trefpaiTing  upon  others,  he  has  a  right 

"  to  do  for  himfelf "     Since,  then,  I   can  eat  and 

drink  whatever  fuits  my  appetite,  without  trefpaffing 

upon  any  body,  you  will  allow  that  the  ftate  has  no 

bufinefs  to  prefcribe  what  I  fhall  eat  or  drink,  or 

when,  or  in  what  manner,  I  fhall  do  it.     1  imagine, 

alfo,  you   will    allow    that    my    neighbours  have 

no  right  to  complain  of  me,   if,  when  I   am  indif- 

pofed,  1    treat   myfelf  as  I    think  proper,  taking 

whatever  advice,   or  whatever  medicines,  1  pleafc. 

They  may -do  the  fame,  and  I  Ihall  not  complain 

of 
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of  them.  Pray,  then,  what  right,  on  this  plain  and 
obvious  principlcj  advanced  by  yourfelf,  has  any 
man  to  complain  of  me  if  I  worjloip  God  in  what 
manner  1  pleafe,  or  if  I  do  not  chufe  to  worfliip  God 
at  all?  Does  my  condu6l  in  this  refpedl  injure 
them  ?  What,  then,  has  the  ftate,  or  my  neigh- 
bours, to  do  in  this  bufinefs,  any  more  than  with  my 
food  or  my  medicine  ? 

In  this,  and  many  other  things,  government  has 
taken  a  great  deal  too  much  upon  it,  and  has  by 
this  means"  brought  itfelf  into  great  and  needlefs 
embarraffments.  In  many  things  befides  the  article 
of  religion,  men  have  bu'fied  themfelves  in  legijlating 
too  much,  and  when  it  would  have  been  better  if 
individuals  had  been  \di  to  think  and  aft  for  them- 
felves. 

This,  you  will  fay,  amounts  to  nothing  more 
than  a  plea  for  tokratwi  in  matters  of  religion, 
which  you  are  leady  to  allow.  As  a  foundation  for 
a  civil  ejlahlijlrment  of  religion,  you  fay  that  "  man 
"  is  by  his  conftitution  a  religious  animal  j"  for  all 
diat  follows  in  defence  of  eftablilliments,  is  imme- 
diately connefted  with  thiu  Now,  admitting  this, 
which  however  is  not  true  (becaufe  we  may  eafily 
conceive  of  a  Being,  poiTefTed  of  all  the  eflential  pro- 
perties of  human  nature,  without  any  knowledge 
of  religion  at  all)  government  can  have  no  more 
right  to  interfere  with  refpeft  to  this  conftitutional 
E  4  property 
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property  of  man,  than  with  any  other  conftitutional, 
or  effential  property  ;  and  with  refpefb  to  many  of 
thefe,  you  muft  allow   that  men  fhould  be  left  to 
themfelves.     For  example,  man  is  conilitutionally 
and  neceflfarily  an  eatir.g  and  a  Jleeping  animal  j  but 
does  it  therefore  follow  that  civil  government  has 
any  thing  to  do  with  his  eating  or  fleeping?  And  if 
not,  neither  has  it  any  right  to  prefcribe  to  him  in 
matters  of  religmij  merely  becaufe  he  is  by  confti- 
tution  a  religious  animal,     Man  is  a  thinking  and  rea^ 
foningzmvcvaXi  but  muft  all  his  thinking  and  reafon- 
ing  be  fubjeft  to  the  controul  of  the  ftate  ?  Man  has 
alfo  been  defined  to  be  animal  rifibikj  but  muft  we 
therefore  never  laugh  but  when  our  grave  and  wife 
governors  ftiall  give  us  leave  ?  We  often  indulge 
ourfelves  even  in  laughing  at  them. 

As  you  do  not  deal  much  in  definitions y  or  axioms, 
1  am  obliged  to  colle6t  your  idea  of  xh^  principle 
on  which  church  eftabliftiments  are  founded,  from 
cafual  expreflions,  and  the  general  fcope  of  your 
Reclamation;     Syftematical  divines  in  this  country, 
have,  in  different  circumftances  of  their  affairs,  ad- 
vanced two  very  different  principles,  as  the  balls 
of  civil  eftabhlhmcnts  of  religion.     At  firft  it  was 
univerfally  afferted  that  chriftiar.ity,  and  fome  par- 
ticular form  of  it,  ought  to  be  eftablilhed,  main- 
tained, and  protected,  by  the  civil  power,  becaufe 
ft  was  true  j  that  it  became  the  civil  magiftrate,  as 
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the  vicegerent  of  God,  to  ftand  up  for  the  honour 
of  God,  and  of  his  truth  ;  fo  that  it  was  of  no 
confequence  at  all  what  was  the  religion  of  his  fub^ 
jefls.  It  was  his  duty  to  inforce  truth,  and  to 
bring  them  as  foon  as  he  could  to  the  profeflion  and 
due  naaintenance  of  it. 

But  when,  it  was  urged  that   civil  magiftrates 
were  not  always  the  beft  judges  of  religious  truth, 
fhat  they  had  often  little  leifure  for  the  ftudy  of  re- 
ligion, and  were  apt  to  be  impofed  upon  by  priells, 
and  others,  whofe  intereft  it  was.  to  miQead  them ; 
befides  that,  upon  this  plan,  the  religion  of  every  coun- 
try, would  be  liable  to  be  changed  with  every  chan<ye 
of  governors,  as  was  the  cafe  in  our  own  country,   in 
feveral  fuccelTive   reigns  after  that  of  Henry  VIII. 
or  rather  Henry  VII.  this  old  ground  was  lliifted  j 
and  of  late  it  has  been  maintained   by  our  high 
church   divines,    and    by   yourfelf,  who  mufc  be 
clalTed  with  them,  that  the  civil  magiftrate  has  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  truth  of  religion,  being  obliged 
■  to  provide  for  that  which  is  profefied  by  the  majority 
of  the  fubjefts,  though  he  himfelf  fhould  be  of  a 
different  perfuafion.  Thus  they  fay  the  king  of  Great 
Britain,  muft  maintain  epifcopacy  in  England,  and 
prefbyterianifm  in  Scodand,  whedier  he  be  a  pre/by- 
terian  as  king  William,  a  Lutheran  as  George  I. 
or  a  true  churchman  as  his  prefent  Majefty. 

You, 
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You,  Sir,  appear  to  defend  church  eftablifliments 
on  the  latter  of  thefe  principles.  ".The  chriftian 
"  flatefman,"  you  fay,  p.  151,  "  mud  firft  provide 
"  for  the  multitude,  becaufe  it  is  die  multitude,  and 
"  is  therefore,  as  fuch,  the  firfl  objeft  in  the  ecck- 
"  fiaflical  inftitution,  and  in  all  inflitutions.'*  But 
how  does  this  apply  to  the  cafe  of  your  countiy  of 
Ireland.  For  the  very  fame  reafon  that  epif- 
copacy  ought  to  be  eftabliftied  in  England,  and 
prefbyterianifm  in  Scotland,  the  P».oman  catholic 
ought  to  be  the  eftablifhed  rehgion  of  Ireland,  be- 
caufe, as  I  apprehend,  it  is  unqueftionably  the  re- 
ligion of  a  very  great  majority  of  the  inhabitants. 
As  to  the  great  mafs  of  the  opprefTed  Iiilh,  if  they 
be  allied  whether  it  be  their  religion,  or  that  which 
they  really  approve,  that  they -are  obliged  to  main- 
tain, they  will  fay  it  is  zforeigfi  one,  one  that  they 
difbelieve  and  deteft,  and  yet  are  compelled  to  fup- 
port,  whilfl:  from  genuine  zeal,  they  think  it  their 
duty  to  maintain  their  own.  It  is  not  fuppofedthat 
more  than  one  in  ten  of  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland 
are  of  the  church  of  England,  and  yet  the  iron 
hand  of  power  compels  them  to  maintain  it.  Is 
this,  think  you,  the  way  to  recommend  your  reli- 
gion ?  Judge  by  the  effed.  What  converts  have 
been  made  to  it  in  the  laft  two  centuries  ?  The 
zealous  members  of  your  church,  in  the  reign  of 

the 
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jche  two  Charles's  of  blefled  memory,  impofed  epif- 
copacy  alfo  upon  Scotland,  when  not  more  than 
one  in  a  hundred  of  the  Scots  would  attend  the 
fervice  ;  but  the  generous  fpirit  of  that  nation  at 
length  threw  off  the  opprcffive  yoke.  The  Irifh 
alfo  have  the  will,  but,  alas,  not  the  power. 

If  you  will  have  an  eftablifhment,  and  aft  upon 
the  principles  thac  you  profefs,  viz.  to  provide  for 
the  multitudey  or  the  great  mafs  of  the  people,  do 
you,  of  your  own  accord,  change  the  eftablifhed  re- 

.  ligion  of  Ireland,  to  one  more  confonant  to  the  ge- 
nius and  wifhes  of  the  nation  j  and  let  it  not  be  faid 
that  the  church  of  England  would  have  the  impu- 
dence, if  it  had  the  power,  to  colled  its  tithes  from 
every  country  in  chrillendom,  though  eveiy  parifh 
fhould  be  2t.ftnecurei  and  all  their  bilhops  be  deno- 
minated inpartibus.  Let  there  be  an  appearance  at 
lead,  which  now  there  is  not,  of  fome  regard  to 
religion  in  the  cafe,  and  not  to  mere  revenue,  Ofl 
ten  as  I  have  urged  this  fubjedt,  and  many  as  have 
been  thofe  who  have  animadverted  upon  my  writ- 
ings, hardly  any  have  touched  upon  this.  They  kd  it 
to  be  tender  ground.  They  can,  however,  keep  an 
obftinate  filence,  they  can  fhut  their  ears,  and  turn 

.  their  eyes  to  other  objeds,  when  it  is  not  to  their 
purpofe  to  attend  to  this. 

Admitting  that  religion  muft  be  eftablijhedy  or 
Supported  by  civil  power,  in  order  to  its  efficiency, 

will 
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will  any  fpecles  of  religion  anfwer  the  purpofe ;  the 
heathen,  or  the  Mahometan,  as  well  as  the  chriftian, 
and  one  fpecies  of  chriflianity  as  well  as  another  ? 
Muft  we  have  no  dijcujfion  concerning  the  nature, 
and  influence,  of  the  different  kinds  of  religion,  in 
order  that,  if  we  happen  to  have  got  a  worfe,  wc  may 
relieve  ourfelves  by  fubftituting  a  better  in  its  place  ? 
Muft  every  thing  once  eftablifhed  be,  for  that  rea- 
fon  only,  for  ever  maintained  ?  This  is  faid,  indeed, 
to  be  your  maxim,  openly  avowed  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  and,  it  is  perfedly  agreeable  to  every 
thing  advanced  in  this  publication.  For  you  con- 
demn the  French  National  Aflembly,  for  innovat- 
ing in  their  religion,  which  is  Catholic,  as  much  as 
you  could  blame  the  Englifh  Parliament,  for  inno- 
vatinf^  in  ours^  which  is  Proteftant.  You  condemn 
them  for  lowering  the  ftate  of  archbifhops,  bifliops, 
and  abbots,  though  they  have  improved  that  of  the 
lower  orders  of  the  clergy  j  and  therefore  you  would, 
no  doubt,  be  equally  offended  at  any  diminution  of 
the  power  of  cardinals,  or  of  the  pope.  Vv' e  may 
therefore  prefume,  that  had  you  lived  in  Turkey, 
you  would  have  been  a  mahometan,  and  in  Thibet, 
a  devout  wcrfhipper  of  the  grand  lama. 

Your  mind  has  been  fo  dazzled  with  the  faf- 
cinatingidea  of  the  majefty  of  the  church  (aphrafe, 
I  believe  peculiar  to  yourfelf )  that  you  have  not 
been  able  to  fee  any  thing  diftindtly  on  the  fubjed. 

You 
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You  have  not  even  dared  to  take  a  fufficiently  near 
view  of  this  very  church  of  which  you  are  fo  pro- 
found an  admirer,  but  have  only  gazed  at  a  humble 
diftance,  or  have  flood  with  your  face  towards  it, 
but  with  your  eyes  reverendy  fixed  on  the  ground. 
Thus  awe-ftruck,  you  have  not  had  the  courage 
to  look  up,  or  to  look  round  you.  You  have  not 
even  been  able  to  diftinguilh  whether  it  was  St. 
Paul's  at  London,  St.  Peter's  at  Rome,  or  the 
(Church  of  Sandla  Sophia  at  Conftantinoplc.  For 
your  defcription  applies  equally  to  them  all.  It 
feems  to  have  been  fufficient  for  you  that -it  was^^ 
not  a  conventicle. 

As  to  eveiy  thing  under  this  denomination,  ic 
has  been  your  maxim,  without  any  examination,  to 
turn  your  back  upon  it.  You  would,  no  doubt, 
have  done  the  fame  with  refpeft  to  any  place,  in 
which  Peter,  or  Paul,  was  permitted  to  preach ; 
the  chriftian  religion  being .  in  their  time,  unfor- 
tunately, nothing  more  than  z/ecly  taught  in  con~ 
venticks,  and  no  v/here  authorijedby  law.  Had  you 
lived  at  that  time,  you  would,  according  to  your 
general  maxim,  have  "  cherilhed  your  old"  hea- 
then «  prejudices,  becaufe  they  were  old,"  and  have 
lived  and  died  a  humble  worfhipper  of  the  Gods,, 
and  efpecialiy  the  Goddeffesy  of  ancient  Greece  and 
Rome. 

Ithe 
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I  the  lefs  wonder  at  this  power  of  imaginationj 
and  prejudice,  and  this  (iupefaftion  of  all  your  ra- 
tional faculties  in  matters  of  religion,  as  it  is  appa- 
rent that  you  have  been  under  a  fimilar  fufpenfion 
of  your  reaJoYiy  and  equally  under  the  power  of 
imagination,  in  your  views  of  the  principles  of  civil 
government.  Such,  Sir,  is  "  your  proud  fubmif- 
fion,  and  the  fubordination  of  your  very  heart,"  to 
p'incesj  and  nobles  ;  fuch  youi*  devotion  to  rank  and^ 
fix,  in  conjundion  with  your  religious  enthufiajm, 
that  one  might  fufped  that  your  book  was  com- 
pofed  after  fome  folemn  vigil,  fuch  as  watching 
your  arms  at  the  llirine  of  the  blefled  virgin  ;  after 
which  you  ilTued  forth  the  champion,  in  form,  of 
religion,  of  monarchy,  and  of  the  immaculate  vir- 
tue of  all  handfome  queens. 

It  is  amufmg  to  fee  with  what  confidence,  and 
with  what  various  expreffion,  you  deliver  your  iza.- 
timents  on  the  fubjeft  of  thefe  civil  eftablilhments 
of  religion,  without  diftinguilhing  one  from  an- 
other. "  This  principle,  you  fay,  p.  147,  "  runs 
**  through  the  whole  fyftem  of  their"  (the  Britilh) 
"policy.  They  do  not  confider  their  church 
"  eftablilhments  as  convenient,  but  as  effential  to 
**  their  ftate,  not  as  a  thing  heterogeneous  and  it* 
**  parable,  fomcthing  adacd  for  accommodation^. 
"  what  they  may  either  keep  up  or  lay  afide,  ac- 
4  "  cording 
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"  cording  to  their  temporary  ideas  of  convenience. 
"  They  confider  it  as  the  foundation  of  their  whole 
"  conftitution,  with  which,  and  with  every  part 
*'  of  which,  it  holds  an  indiflbluble  union.  Church 
"  2iXidiftate  are  ideas  infeparable  in  their  minds,  and 
"  fcarcely  is  the  one  ever  mentioned,  without  men- 
"  tioning  the  other.  It  is  on  fuch  principles, 
you  fay  "  that  the  majority  of  the  people  of  Eno-- 
"  land,  far  from  thinking  a  religious  national  efta- 
"  blifhment  unlawful,  hardly  think  it  lawful  to  be 
'*  without  one.  In  France  you  are  wholly  mif. 
"  taken  if  you ,  do  not  believe  us  above  all  other 
"things  attached  to  it,  and  above  all  other  na- 
"tions." 

Now  you  cannot  be  fo  little  read  in  the  hiftory 
of  England,  as  not  to  know  that  the  church  and  the 
fiate  were  as  much  connected  before  the  Reforma- 
tion as  they  have  been  fince,  and  while  the  eftablilh- 
ment  was  prefbyterian,  as  well  as  now  that  it  is  epill 
copalian.  You  muft  know  alfo  that  the  inhabitants 
of  this  country,  were  at  one  time  as  zealous  papifts 
as  they  now  are  proteftants,  and  yet  they  were 
brought  to  make  a  change  in  their  eftabliihed  re- 
ligion, and  that  this  was  done  without  making  any 
material  change  in  the  fyftem  of  civil  government. 
You  muft  know  that  the  pre/byterians  in  Scotland, 
and  the  epifcopalians  in  England,  have  at  this  very 

time 
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time  the  {ame  king  and  the  fame  parliament.  But 
how  do  thefe  fads  agree  with  your  favourite  idea  of 
the  infcparable  union  of  church  and  ftate  ?  What, 
theh,  is  the  foundation  of  the  dread  you  have  en- 
tertained of  any  future  change  in  the  rehgion  of  our 
country,  when  no  harm,  but,  as  all  proteftants 
think,  much  advaintagc,  has  been  derived  ffoni  -pafi 
changes  in  it  ? 

I  am.,  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,  he. 


I.ETIKR 
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0/lbe  Source  of  the  Refpeci  that  is  paid  to  ReIigio?K 

Dear  Sir, 

THAT  you  make  no  difference  between  chrif- 
trlanity  and  die  civil  eftablifhnaent  of  it,  is 
evident  fronn  many  parts  of  your  performance,  and 
that  you  confider  the  refpeSi  which  it  commands, 
as  intirely  derived  from  the  circumftances  of  its 
eflabhilimentj  is  equally  evident.     After  reprefent- 
ing  the  importance  of  chriftianity,  as  oppofed  to 
infidelity,  you  fay,  in  a  peculiar  ftrain  of  eloquence, 
p.  135,  "  If  in  the  moment  of  riot,  and  in  a  drunken 
"  delirium,  from  the  hot  fpirit  drawn  out  of  the 
"  alembic  of  hell,  which  in  France  is  now  io  fu- 
"  rioufly  boiling,  we  Ihould   uncover   our   naked- 
*^  nefs,   by  throwing    off   that    chriftian    religion^ 
"  which  has  hitherto  been  our  boaft  and  comfort, 
"  and  one  great  fource  of  civilization  among  us, 
"  and  among  many  other  nations,  we  are  appre- 
"  henfive  (being  well  aware  that  the  mind  will  not 
**  endure  a  void)   that  fome   uncouth,  pernicious 

F  « and 


66  LETTERS     TO 

"  and  degrading  fuperftition  might  take  place  of  it. 
**^  For  that  reafon,  before  we  take  from  our  efta- 
"  blifhment  the  natural  human  means  of  ejiimation, 
"  and  give  it  up  to  contempt,  as  you  have  done 
**  (and  in  doing  it  have  incurred  the  penalties  you 
'^  well  deferve.  to  fufFer)  we  defire  that  fome  other 
"  may  be  prefented  to  us  in  the  place  of  it.  We 
"  fliall  then  form  our  judgment.  On  thefe  ideas, 
"  inftead  of  quarrelling  with  eftablifhments,  as  fome 
'*  do-,  v/ho  have  made  a  philofophy,  and  a  religion,  of 
*^  their  hoftility  to  fuch  inflitutions,  we  cleave  clofely 
"  to  them.  We  are  refolved  to  keep  an  efta- 
'^  blifiied  church,  an  eftabiillied  monarchy,  an 
"  eftablilhed  ariftocracy,  and  an  eftablifhed  demo- 
"  cracy,  each  in  the  degree  it  exifls,  and  in  no 
"  greater." 

It  is  evident  from  this  pafTage  (the  whole  of 
which  is  fo  fublimely  rhetorical,  that  I  could  not 
help  tranfcribing  it,  though  not  abfolutely  neceffary 
to  my  purpofe)  that  you  confider  the  chriftian  re- 
ligion as  having  no  refpe5labilityy  or  ejfc£fj  without 
being  efiahlijhedy  and  that  the  natural  human  means  of 
the  efiimation  in  which  it  is  held,  is  the  fplendour  and 
riches  of  fuch  an  ellablilliment ;  and  diis  will  be  ftill 
more  evident  from  fome  paffages  that  I  fhall  have 
occafion  to  quote  hereafter.  Let  us  now  confider 
how  this  idea  accords  with  the  principles  of  chrif- 
tianlc)%  and  the  authentic  records  of  it,  which  you 

will 
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Will  allow  to  be  contained  in  the  books  of  the  New 
Teftament,  and  alio  with  its  well  known  fubfcqiient 
hijiory. 

Did  our  Saviour  give  his  apoflles  any  inflruc- 
tions  about  connedlino;  hb  religion  with  civil 
pov/er,  as  if  it  would  ever  (land  in  need  of  fuch 
aid ;  or  did  the  apoflles,  more  fully  inflrufted  after 
his  death  and  afcenfion,  give  any  intimation  of  this 
kind  ?  On  the  contrary,  our  Saviour  declared  that 
"  his  kingdom  was  not  of  this  "ujorld,  which  mufl  mean 
that  it  did  not  refemble  other  kingdoms,  in  being 
fupported  by  public  taxes,  and  having  its  laws 
guarded  by  civil  penalties.  The  apoftles,  and  all 
chriftian  minifters,  for  j?iany  centuries,  lived  on  the 
voluntary  contributions  of  their  refpeftive  churches, 
and  they  had  no  means  of  enforcing  their  cenfures 
befides  exclufion  from  their  focieties ;  and  can  you 
fay  that  chriftianity  wanted  any  proper  eftimation^  or 
'  refpecl ability^  in  that  period  ?  Did  it  not  abundantly 
recommend  itfelf  to  every  attentive  candid  obferver, 
and  to  every  impartial  inquirer;  and  did  it  not  by 
this  means  continually  gain  ground,  notwithfland- 
ing  it  was  oppofed  both  by  all  the  temporal  powers 
of  the  world,  and  by  whatever  was  moft  fplendid 
and  fafcinating  in  the  ellabliHied  fyftems  of  hea- 
thenifm  ?  It  was  the  virtue^  it  was  the  well  known 
piety  and  extenfive  benevolence,  of  the  primitive 
chriftians,  and  not  wealth  or  power,  that  procured 

F  2  refpecl 
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rerpe6t  to  themfelves,  and  to  their  caufe.  Read 
only  the  letters  of  the  Emperor  Juhan,  and  you 
cannot  but  be  lenfible  of  this.  To  this,  and  to  this 
alone,  ke  afcribed  the  refpe6t  that  was  then  paid  to 
chriftianity,  and  the  progrefs  it  had  made  in  the 
world. 

If  you  fuppofe,  as  you  really  feem  to  do,  that 
chriftianity  is  now  deftitute  of  thefe  proper  means  of 
ejlimallon,  you  know  little  of  its  nature  or  power. 
The  truths  and  the  ■promifes  of  the  gofpel  are  the 
fame  now  that  they  ever  were,  nor  is  its  evidence  at 
all  diminiflied ;  and  human  nature,  on  which  it  ope- 
rates, you  will  not  doubt,  is  alfo  the  fame.  And  if 
you  could  look  at  any  thing  out  of  an  eftablilli- 
ment,  you  might  fee  that  chriftianity  even  now 
produces  as  difinterefted  and  heroic  virtue  as  ever 
it  did.  It  forms  men  alike  for  the  moft  active  ule- 
fulnefs,  or  the  moft  patient  fuffering.  3ut  amuf- 
ing  yourfelf  with  the  JJoadow,  you  wholly  negledt 
the  Juhjiance.  Looking  at  religion,  you  fee  nothing 
but  the  civil  eftabliftiments  of  it.  Thus  have  I 
fometimes  feen  an  aged  oak  fo  completely  covered 
with  a  luxuriant  ivy,  that  it  required  fome  attention 
to  difcern  any  thing  elfe. 

That  wealth  and  fplendour  have  not  the  charms 
that  you  afcribe  to  them  with  the  bulk  of  mankind, 
is  evident  even  from  the  hiftory  of  Monachifm,  one  of 
the  corruptions  of  chriftianity.  The  firft  monks  were 

not 
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not  attracted  by  magnificent  monafteries,  and  highly 
ornamented  churches,  but  were  moft  numerous, 
when  they  had  nothing  but  the  deferts  to  retire  to. 
Then  alfo  were  they  the  moll  refpedted;  and  they 
did  not  fink  into  contempt  till  they  had  acquired 
what  you  call  the  natural  human  means  of  efiimation. 
The  fame  has  been  the  cafe  with  the  fecular  clergy, 
in  all  countries.  They  were  infinitely  more  re- 
IpeiSted,  even  by  the  rich  and  the  great,  while  they 
were  poor,  than  they  have  ever  been  fince  they  have 
got  their  prefent  fplendid  eftablifiimentsj  nor  is  it 
difficult  to  fee  thecaufe  of  this,  and  how  it  operates. 
Eafe,  affluence,  and  power,  attract  perfons  who 
have  no  fenfe  or  knowledge  of  religion ;  and  when 
mere  men  of  the  world  get  ecclefiaftical  preferment, 
they  will,  of  courfe,  dilgrace  their  profeflion  by 
their  vices.  It  was  the  unbounded  luxury,  profli- 
gacy, and  arrogance,  of  the  court  of  Rome,  pof- 
felfed,  as  you  think,  of  every  natural  human  means 
of  eftimation,  that  was  one  of  the  principal  caufes 
of  the  reformation. 

According  to  your  maxims,  a  rich  eftabliHi- 
ment  fhould  make  its  clergy  more  refpedied  than  a 
poor  one.  But  does  this  appear  to  be  the  cafe,  on  the 
comparifon  of  the  flate  of  the  clergy  in  Scotland, 
with  that  of  thofe  in  this  country  ?  Dr.  Adam  Smith, 
who  well  knew  them  both,  was  of  a  very  different 
opinion  J  and  the  moft  fuperficial  obferver  muft  be 
F  3  fen- 
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fenfible  that  he  is  in  the  right.  Nay,  fo  unfortunate 
IS  the  fituation  of  the  clergy  in  this  country  (for  it 
cannot  be  any  thing  but  their  fituation^  men  being 
the  fame  in  all  countries)  that,  by  the  confefTion  of 
many  perfons  in  the  eftablifhment  itfelf,  there  are 
no  clergy  in  chriftendom  more  negligent  of  their 
proper  duty,  lefs  ftrifl  in  their  morals,  and  confe- 
quently  more  dejpfed^  than  they  are.  Bifhop  Bur- 
net, who  had  been  much  abroad,  and  who  was  an 
attentive  obferver,  was  decidedly  of  this  opinion; 
and  the  charafter  of  the  Englifh  clergy  in  general, 
is  little,  if  at  all,  improved  fince  his  time. 

The  manner  in  which  your  imagination  is  ftruck 
with  a  fplendid  church  eftablifhment,  makes  you 
even  exceed  yourfelf  in  eloquence ;  and,  as  I  always 
admire  you  in  this  field,  though  not  in  that  of  fober 
reafoningj  I  cannot  forbear  quoting  a  pretty  long  pa- 
ragraph to  this  purpofe,  as  it  is  particularly  excellent 
in  its  kind.  "  He,"  you  fay,  p.  146,  "  who  gave 
*'  our  nature  to  be  perfe6led  by  our  virtue,  willed 
♦'  alfo  the  neceffary  means  of  its  perfe6lion.  He 
*'  willed  therefore  the  ftate.  He  willed  its  connec- 
**  tion  with  the  fource  and  original  archetype  of  all 
^'  perfeflion"  (meaning,  no  diovh\:,the  churchy  equally 
the  archetype  of  all  perfection  in  Indoftan,  in 
Turkey,  in  Italy,  in  England,  and  even  in  Scot- 
land) ^  They  who  are  convinced  of  this  his  will, 
?'  which  is  the  law  of  laws,  and  the  fovereign  of 

*'  fovercignsj 
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"  fovereigns,  cannot  think  it  reprehenfible  that  this 
*'  our  corporate  fealty  and  homage,  that  this  our 
"  recognition  of  a  figniory  paramount,  I  had  ahnoft 
"faid  this  oblation   of  the  ftate  itfelf,  as  a  worthy 
"  offering  on   the   high  altar  of  univerfal   praife, 
"  fhould  be  performed,  as  all  public  folemna-fts  are 
''performed,  in  buildings,  in  mufic,  in  decoration, 
"  in  fpeech,  in  the  dignity  of  perfons,  according  to 
"  the  cufloms  of  mankind,  taught  by  their  nature; 
"  that  is,  with  mcdeft  fplendour,  with  unaffumino- 
''  ftate,  with  mild  majefty,  and  fober  pomp.     For 
"  thofe  purpofes  they  think  fome  part  of  the  wealth 
"of the  country  is  as  ufefully  employed  as  it, can 
"  be  in  fomenting  the  luxury  of  individuals.    It  is 
"  the  public  confolation.     It  nourifKes  the  pubhc 
"  hope.     The  pooreft  man  finds  his  own  impor- 
"tanceand  dignity  in   it,  .whiift  the  wealtii  and 
"  pride  of  individuals  at  every  rnoment  makes  the 
"  man  of  humble  rank  and  fortune  fenfible  of  hrs 
"  inferiority,  and  degrades  and  viilifies  his  condition. 
"  It  is  for  the  man  in  humble  life,  and  to  raife  his 
"  nature,  and  put  him  in  mind  of  a  flate  in  which 
"  the  privileges  of  opulence  will  ceafe,  wiien  he  will 
"  be  equal  by  nature,  and  may  be  more  than.equal 
"  by  virtue,  that- this  portion  of  the  general  wealth, 
«  of  his  country  is  employed  and  fanftified." 

Big  with  thefe  ideas,  you  fay,  p.  153,  «  as  t]\Q 
^*  mafs  of  any  defcription  of  men  are  but  men,  and 
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"  their  poverty"  (namely  that  cf  the  clergy)  "  can- 
"  not  be  voluntary,  that  difrefpedl  >vhich  attends 
"  upon  all  lay-poverty  will  not  depart  from  the 
"  ecclefiaftical.      Our    conftitution    has    therefore 
'^  taken  care,  that  thofe  who  are  to  inftrudl  prefump- 
*'  tiious  ignorance,  thofe  who  are  to  be  cenfors  over 
''  infolent  vice,  fhould  neither  incur  their  contempt, 
"  nor  live  upon  their  alms ;  nor  will  it  tempt  the 
"  rich  to  a  negleft  of  the  true  medicine  of  their 
"  minds.     For  thefe  reafons,  while  we  provide  firft 
"  for  the  poor,  with  a  parental  folicitude,  we  have 
*^  not  relegated  religion,  like  fomething  we  were 
"  afhamed  to  fhew,  to  obfcure  municipalities,  or 
"  ruftic  villages.     No  i  we  will  have  her  to  exalt 
"  her  mitred  front  in  courts  and  parliaments.     We 
"  will  have  her  mixed  throughout  the  whole  mafs 
"  of  life,  and  blended  with  all  the  claffes   of  fo- 
**  ciety.     The  people  of  England  will  fhew  to  the 
"  haughty  potentates  of  the  world,  and  to  their 
"  tall<.ing  fophifters,  that  a  free,  a  generous,  and  in- 
**  formed  nation,  honours  the  high  magiflrates  of 
"  its  church,  that  it  will  not  fuffer  the  infolence 
"  of  wealth  and  titles,  or  any  other  fpecies  of  proud 
"  pretenfion,  to  look  down  with  fcorn  upon  what 
"  they  look  up  to  with  reverence,  nor  prefume  to 
*  L-ample  on  that  acquired  perfonal  nobility  which 
*•  they  intend  always  to  be,  and  which  often  is,  the 
"  fruit,  not  the  reward  (for  what  can  be  the  re- 
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"  ward)  of  learning,  piety,  and  virtue.     They  can 
*'  fee  without  paia  or  grudging  an  archbifhop  pre- 
"  cede  a  duke.     They  can  fee  a  bifhop  of  Dur- 
'*  hann,  or  a  bifnop  of  Winchefter,  in  poiTelTion  of 
"  ten  thoufand  pounds  a  year,  &c.  &c.  &c." 

Pray,  Sir,  on  what  part  of  the  New  Teftament  are 
thefe  paragraphs  a  comment?   Alas,  it  is  the  vnj- 
dom  of  the  worlds  which  is  foolijlonejs  with  God,  and 
even  with  ferious  and  fenfible  men.     The  wealth 
of  the  clergy,  of  which  you  are  fo  proud,  and  the 
temporal  power  with  which  you  haveinvelled  them, 
is  the  natural  fource  of  their  corruption,  and  what 
muft  ever  fink  them,  and  religion  into  contempt. 
Has  the  fplendour  of  the  ecclefiaftical    eftablifh- 
ment  in  France,  which  is  much  fuperior  to   any 
thing  of  the  kind  in  this  country,  prevented  the 
fpread  of  the  Reformation  on  the  one  hand,  or  of 
infidelity  on   the   other?  By   your  own    account, 
France  is  almoft  a  nation  of  infidels,  at  lead  their 
National  Affembly,  in   your  idea,  confifts  chiefly 
of  them.      Have  the  remains  of  this  fplendour, 
refpedtable  ftill  in  your  eyes,  prevented  the  rejec- 
tion of  chriftianity  altogether  here?  If  you  know 
the  world,  and  even  what  pafTes  at  home,  you  muft 
know  the  contrary.     Infidelity  has  made  confider- 
able  progrefs  in  this  country,  and  efpecially  in  the 
upper  clafTes  of  life,  perfons  to  whom  you   ima- 
gine the  wealth  of  the  clergy  would  naturally  re- 
commend 
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commend  their  religion.  But  thefe  men  do  not 
frequent  your  churches,  and  they  regard  your efta- 
blilhment  no  farther  than  they  can  avail  themlelves 
of  its  emoluments,  as  it  is  a  means  of  providing 
for  their  younger  fons  and  brothers.  If  the  Houfcs 
of  Lords  and  Commons  were  fairly  polled,  after 
voting  accordingto  theirreal  opinion  j  whether,  think 
you,  would  the  majority  be  in  favour  of  chriftianity, 
of  againll  it  ?  Many,  and  thofe  not  inattentive  ob- 
fervers,  think  the  latter. 

If  riches  and  power  have  the  charms  which  you 
afcribe  to  them  in  the  bufinefs  of  religion,  how 
came  the  Reformation  to  take  .place?   The  power 
and  fplendour  of  the  church  of  Rome   was  at  irs 
height  in  the  time  of  Luther  and  his  followers  \  yet, 
without  any  aid  of  this  kind  to  oppofe  it,  in  Ger- 
many, in  this  country,  or  in  Scotland,  it  gave  way 
to  the  efforts  of  men  who  had  no  advantage   but 
'whatthey  derived  from  reafon  and  piety.     Surely, 
Sir,  the  bulk  of  mankind  do  not  fee  with  your  eyes. 
3f  they  did,  how  can  you  account  for  the -great 
number  of  Diffenters  in  this  country, from  the  time 
of  Queen  Elizabeth  (who  had  the  fame  ideas  that 
you  have  on  thefe  fubje6ls)  down  to  the  prefent  time; 
and  what  can  be  the  caufe  of  the  amazing  increafe 
of  methodifm  ?  Neither  their  minifters  nor  ours  are 
rich.     We  have  not  the  ftyle  oi  my  lord,  nor  have 
we  feats  in  parliament.     Bur,  deftitute  as  we  arc 
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-of  all  thefe  advantages,  I  will  venture  to  fay,  that 
our  minifters,  as  a  body,  are  much  more  refpefled 
by  their  congregations  than  yours,  polTefTed,  in  your 
idea,  of  all  the  natural  human  means  of  efiimation. 

Judging  of  us  by  yourfelves,  you  naturally  fup- 
pofe,  that  it  is  only  through  en^uy  and  maligyiity,  that 
we  declaim  againfl  the  wealth  and  the  power  of  the 
clergy.     "  In  England,"  you  fay,  p.  155,  «  moft 
*'  of  us  conceive  that  it  is  envy  and  malignity  to- 
*^  wards  thofe  who  are  often  the  beginners  of  their 
''  own  fortune,  and  not  a  love  of  the  felf-denial 
"  and   mortification  of  the  ancient  church,  that 
"  makes  fome  look  afkance  at:  the  diftinctions,  and 
■"  honours,  and  revenues,  which,  taken  fromnoper- 
*'  Ton,  are  fet  apart  for  virtue.    The  ears  of  chepco- 
"  pie  of  England  are  diftinguifhing.     They  hear 
"  thefe  men   fpeak   broad.      Their   tongue  be- 
**  trays  them.     Their  language  is  in  the pa:ois  of 
"  fraud,  in  the  cant  and  gibberilh   of  hypocrify. 
"  The  people  of  England  muft  think  fo  when  thefe 
*'  praters  affed  to  carry  back  the  clergy  to  that  pri- 
*'  mitive  evangelic  poverty,  which  in  the  fpirit, 
"  ought  always  to  exift  in  ihem  (and  in  us  too,  how- 
"  ever  we  may  like  it)  but  in  the  thing  muft  be  va- 
"  ried,  when  the  relation  of  that  body  to  the  flate 
"  is  altered,  when  manners,  when  modes  of  life, 
"  when  indeed  the  whole  order  of  human  affairs, 
f'  has  undergone  a  total  revolution.     We  iliali  be- 
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'*  lieve  thefe  reformers  to  be  then  honejl  enthufiajis, 
"  nor,  as  now  we  think  them,  cheats  and  deceivers, 
"  when  we  fee  them  throwing  their  own  goods  into 
"  common,  and  fubmitting  their  own  perfons  to 
*'  the  auftere  difcipline  of  the  early  church." 

This,  Sir,  is  a  paragraph  of  which  it  is  to  be 
hoped  you  will  fome  time  hence  be  afhamed.  You 
donor  give  us  the  alternative  of  being  either  knaves 
OT fools.  You  will  not  allow  us  any  place  in  this 
morerefpedable,  or  rather  lefs  contemptible,  clafs 
of  men.  None  of  us  who  difapprove  of  eflablifti- 
meni:s,Dr.Price,  or  myfelf,  can  have  the  honour  of 
being  ranked  with  honeft  enthufiajis.  We  are  all  ab- 
-folutely,  and  without  a  fingle  exception,  cheats  and 
Jeceiversy  that  is,  perfons  who  are  faying  one  thing, 
and  at  the  fame  time  meaning  another.  But  we  are 
happy  in  an  appeal  from  your  judgment,  as  you  are 
from  ours;  though,  judging  from  myfelf,  we  are  by 
no  means  difpofed  to  cenfure  you  with  fo  much  fe- 
verity  as  you  do  us.  I  do  not  fay  that  we  are  fo  mor- 
tified to  the  world,  as  that  the  good  things  with 
which  you  tempt  us,  have  no  charms  for  us.  We 
are  men^  and  have  the  feelings  of  men,  as  well  as 
yourfelves.  But  if  they  flruck  our  imagination  as 
forcibly  as  they  do  yours,  and  if  we  were  the  knaves 
and  hypocrites  that  you  fuppofe  us  to  be,  why  do 
we  not  make  greater  efforts  to  obtain  them?  The 
market  is  open^  but  we  do  not  chiife  to  give  the 
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price.  Ifthefe  things  be  acceffible  to  fomey  they 
are  no  doubt  to  otkersy  in  proportion  to  their  abi- 
lity or  intcrefb,  or  whatever  it  be  that  afTifts  their 
preferment. 

As  to  fubfcription  to  your  articles,  &c,  if  I  be 
fuch  a  perfon  as  you  have  defcribed,  why  might 
not  I  declare  my  unfeigmd  ajjmt  and  conjent  to  them, 
as  well  as  others  ?  Belides,  if  the  advantages  of  an 
eftablifhment  were  the  things  that  we  are  aiming 
at,  why  are  we  labouring  at  the  fubverfion  of  all 
eftablifhments,  expofing  their  inutility,  and  even 
their  mifchievous  nature  and  tendency  ?  If  the 
ti'ee  be  cut  down,  how  are  we  to  live  upon  die 
fruit  of  it  ?  And  there  are  now,  I  believe,  very 
few  Diffenters,  who,  if  the  prefent  eftablifiiment 
was  overturned,  would  wifh  to  fubftitute  any  other 
in  its  place. 

Your  idea  of  the  Hate  of  things  in  the  primitive 
church  is  altogether  founded  on  miftake.  It  was 
not,  from  the  firlt,  materially  different  from  what 
it  is,  or  at  leafl  ought  to  be,  at  this  day,  and  there- 
fore did  not  require  any  great  difference  in  the 
condition  of  its  ordinary  minifters.  There  never 
was  any  obligation  on  chriftians,  as  you  feem  to 
fuppofe,  to  throw  their  goods  into  common.  What- 
ever was  done  of  this  kind,  appears  from  the  hiftory 
of  Ananias  and  Sapphira,  to  have  been  perfedly 
voluntary,    and    could    not  have   been  univerfal; 
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and  we  read  of  no  fuch  thing  in  any  of  the  gentile 
churches.  Thefe,fromthefirft,  confided  of  r/Vi>  and 
'pDOTy  and  the  rich  among  them  made  repeated  con- 
tributions to  relieve  the  poor  chriftians  at  Jerufa- 
lem,  whichcould  not  havebeen  wanted,  ifall  the  rich, 
even  there,  had  give  their  all.  As  to  the  difcipline 
of  the  primitive  church,  it  was  fuch  as  I  Ihould 
have  no  objeftion  to,  but  have  ftrongly  recom- 
mended in  my  EJay  on  Church  Difcipline;  nor  was 
it  more  ftrict  than  is  aftu ally  exercifed  in  feverai 
chriftian  churches,  though  not  in  that  of  England, 
at  this  day.  But  of  thefe  things  you,  Sir,  feem  to 
fpeak  altogether  at  random,  widiouc  any  particular 
knowledge  of  the  fubjed. 

I  am.  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,  &c. 


LETTER 
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LETTER    VIII. 

Of  c^  civil  EJiahliJhment  being  ejjential  to  Chrijiianity, 

Dear  Sir, 

IF  a  civil  eftablifhment  be fo  eflentlal  as  you  re- 
prefent  ir,  to  the  eftimation  and  efFeft  of  chrif- 
tianity,  you  muit,  no  doubt,  innagine  that  it  never 
exifted  without  one,  that  it  has  grown  with  its 
growth,  and  Jirengthened  with  its  fir  ength.  Hence 
your  apprehenfion  that,  if  any  thing  affed  the 
one,  it  muft  in  proportion  afFeft  the  other,  and 
that  they  muft  both  (land  or  fall  together.  Now, 
being  yourfelf  nothing  more  than  a  Lay  divine  (as 
you  contemptuoufly  charaflerife  a  perfon  of  emi- 
nence, who  has  prefumed  to  hint  at  ibme  improve- 
ments in  your  favourite  fyftem,  not  calculated  to 
overturn,  but  to  ftrengthen  it)  I,  whom,  together 
with  Dr.  Price,  you  will  clafs,  p.  13,  among  poli- 
tical theologians,  and  theological  politicians ,  (hall  give 
you  a  little  information  on  the  fubjecfl.  Your  ta- 
lents, no  doubt,  are  great;  but  what  are  talents, 
or  powers  of  reafoning,  and  combining  particular 
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fa(5ls  into  fyftems,  if  a  man  have  no  fads  to  com- 
bine, no  proper  knowledge  of  his  fubjeft  ?  In  this 
cafe  his  greater  ingenuity  will  only  ferve  to  mif- 
lead  him,  and  fix  him  in  error.  And  it  is  very 
evident  that,  whatever  has  been  the  compafs  of 
your  ftudies,  ecclefiaftical  hijlory  has  not  been  within 
its  range  ;  and  fads,  notorious  fads,  fuch  as  lie 
upon  the  very  face  and  furface  of  it,  unfortunately 
overturn  your  whole  fyflem. 

You  have  not  been  pleafed  to  give  us  the  defini- 
tion of  an  eftablijioed  churchy  though  you  enlarge  fo 
much  in  your  encomiums  upon  it ;   but  in  this  we 
cannot  much  difagree.     In  its  full  extent,  it  is  a 
church  defended,   and  even  regulated^   by  the  flate, 
which  either  wholly  profcribes,   tolerates,  or  barely 
connives  at,  other  religions.     Now,  what  was  the 
fituation  of  the  chriftian  church  with  relped  to  the 
State  in  the  primitive  times  ?   You  mufi:  know  that, 
fo   far  from  being  fupported  by  the  civil  powers 
(which  were  then  either  Jewifh  or  Heathen)  it  was 
fi-owned  upon  by  them,  and  violently  perfecuted  i  it- 
felf  being  at  that  time  nothing  more  than  a  Je5iy  or 
a  herefyy  fometimes  connived  at,  but  never  openly 
tolerated  ;  and  yet  in  thefe  circumftances  it  exifted, 
and  flourifhed,    gradually    gaining  ground  by   its 
own  evidence,  till  it  triumphed  over  all  oppofition, 
and  the  Roman  empire  itfelf  became  chriftian. 
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What  was  it  that  thefe  chriftian  emperors  then 
did  for  their  religion  ?     They  did  little  or  nothing 
towards  its  ftipport^  becaufe  they  found  it  fuffici- 
cntly  fupported  by  the  voluntary  contributions  and 
benefactions  of  its  friends.     They  did,  however, 
what  they  ought  not  to  havedone-y  they  influenced 
the  decifions  of  councils,  and  enforced  them  by 
temporal  pains  and  penalties.   The  State  alfo  pro- 
tedled  property  given  or  bequeathed  to  the  church, 
as  well  as  that  which  was  appropriated  to  other 
ufes;  but  there  was  nothing  like  a  /^at  levied  for  the 
fupport  of  religion  for  many  ages,  nor  is  there  any 
fuch  thing  at  this  day  in  a  very  great  part  of  the 
chriftian  world.     Tithes  are  comparatively  but  a 
modern  invention,  the  payment  of  them  being  firft 
voluntary,  and  afterwards  obligatory  j  and  the  com- 
pulfory  payment  of  tithes  did  not  take  place  in  the 
whole  of  this  country  till  the  time  of  King  John, 
of  glorious  and  immortal  memory^  on  that  account. 
There  are  now  no  tithes  paid  in  the  ecclefiaftical 
ftates  of  Italy,  or  in  Sicily.;  and  though,  as  I  have 
been  lately  informed,  there  is  what  is  called  tithe 
in  fome  parts  of  Lombardy,  it  does  not  in  general 
exceed  one  thirtieth  part  of  the  produce,  and  is  ne- 
ver one  tenth. 

Another  important  article  in  our  ecclefiaftical 

eftablifhment,  is  the  right  of  our  kings  to  the  no- 

G  mination 


82  LETTERS    TO 

mination  ofblfliops*.  But  it  is  well  known,  that 
the  right  of  chufing  the  bifhops  was  originally,  and 
for  many  centuries,  in  their  rcfpe6live  churches, 
the  metropolitans  of  a  province  Ihewing  their  ap- 
probation by  joining  in  the  ordination ;  and  that  even 
the  emperors  themfelves,  after  they  became  chrif- 
tians,  never  affumed  any  fuch  authority.  It  was 
firft  ufurped  by  the  popes,  in  the  plenitude  of  their 
power,  and  by  the  feudal  princes  of  Europe,  in 
confequence  of  their  invefting  bilhops  with  their 
temporalities^  and  making  them  lords  of  territory. 
The  National  Afiembly  of  France  have,  to  their 
immortal  honour  (though  they  Ihould  be  dilTolved 
to-morrow,  and  never  meet  again)  reftored  to  all 
the  chriftian  churches  in  that  country,  their  ori- 
ginal right  of  appointing  their  own  paftors,  both 
the  ordinary  clergy  and  tlie  bifhops. 

As  to  the  claim  of  our  princes  to  be  the  heads 
of  the  church  (which  is  an  ufurpation  from  an  ufur- 
per,  the  pope)  and  that  of  our  parliament,  to 
en  aft  what  fhall  be  deemed  articles  of  faith,  and 
to  give  a  form  and  conftitution  to  the  whole 
church,  it  is  a  thing  not  fo  much  as  pretended  to 


*  This  is  done  in  England  by  the  king  ifluing  a  Conge  d'E lire  io 
the  chapters  of  each  cathedral,  impowering  them  to  chufe  fuch 
perfons  only  as  are  named  to  them;  but  in  Ireland  it  is  done  with- 
out this  form. 
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by  any  other  temporal  power  in  the  world,  and  a 
greater  abfurdity  and  abufe  than  any  thing  fubfift- 
ing  in  the  fyftem  of  popery  >  where  at  leaft  the  judges 
in  ecclefiaftical  affairs,  are  ecclefiaftical  perfons. 

The  whole  fyftem  of  the  civil  eftablifhment  of 
religion  had  its  origin  at  a  time  when  neither  r^//- 
gion  nor  civil  government  was  much  underftood.  It 
was  the  confequence  of  the  feudal  ftates  of  Europe 
becoming  chriftian  in  an  age  where  we  find  little 
of  chrillianity,  befides  the  name-,  its  genuine  doc 
irines  and  its  fpirit  having  equally  difappeared. 

Every  article,  therefore,  within  the  compafs  of 
the  civil  eftablifhment  of  chriftianity,  is  evidently 
an  innovation;  and  as  fyftems  are  reformed  by  re- 
verting to  their  firft  principles,  chriftianity  can  ne- 
ver be  reftored  to  its  priftine  ftate,  and  recover  its 
real  dignity  and  efficiency,  till  it  be  difengaged 
from  all  connexion  with  civil  power.  This  efta- 
blifhment, therefore,  may  be  compared  to  a.  fungus, 
or  a  parafitical  plant,  which  is  fo  far  from  beino- 
coeval  with  the  tree  on  which  it  has  faftened  it- 
felf,  that  it  feized  upon  it  in  its  weak  and  lano-uid 
ftate,  and  if  it  be  not  cut  off  in  time,  will  exhauft 
all  its  juices,  and  deftroy  it. 

Writing  to  an  orator,  I  naturally  think  of  meta- 
phors and  comparifons,  and  therefore  I  will  give 
you  two  or  three  more.     So  far  is  a  civil  eftablifli- 
ment  from  being  friendly  to  chriftianity,  that  it 
G  2  may 
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may  be  compared  to  the  animal  called  the  Sloth, 
which,  when  it  gets  upon  any  tree,  will  not  leave 
it  till  it  has  devoured  even  the  leaves  and  the 
bark,  fo  that  it  prefently  perifhes.  Rather,  it  is  the 
animal  called  a  Glutton,  which  falling  from  a  tree 
(in  which  it  generally  conceals  itfelf)  upon  fomc 
noble  animal,  immediately  begins  to  tear  it,  and 
fuck  its  bloodj  and  if  it  be  not  foon  Ihaken  off 
(which  fometimes  every  effort  fails  to  effed)  it  in- 
fallibly kills  i;s  prey. 

Now,  when  I  fee  xhh  fungus  o^  zn  ejlahUJhment 
upon  the  noble  plant  of  cbrijliamty,  draining  its 
beft  juices;  when  I  fee  this  Sloth  upon  its  (lately 
branches,  gnawing  it,  and  ftripping  it  bare  s  or,  to 
change  my  comparifon,  when  I  fee  the  Glutton  up- 
on the  fhoulders  of  this  noble  animal,  the  blood 
flowing  down,  and  its  very  vitals  in  danger;  if  I 
wifn  to  preferve  the  tree,  or  the  animal,   muft  I 
not,  without  delay,  extirpate  the  fungus,  deftroy 
the  lloth,  and  kill  the  Glutton.     Indeed,  Sir,  fay, 
or  write,  what  you  pleafe,  fuch  vermin  deferve  no 
mercy.     You  may  {land  by,  and  weep  for  the  fate 
of  your   favourite  fungus,  yo\>r  Sloth,  or  your 
Glutton,  but  I  fliall  not  fpare  them. 

In  your  idea,  a  civil  eftablilhm.ent  is  the  very 
iffuy  or  ffimdaticn  of  religion.  But  when  any  llruc- 
ture  is  to  beraifed,  the  foundation  is  the  firft  thing 
thati  s  laidi  whereas  this  was  evidently  the  very 
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lafl:.  Inftead,  therefore,  of  its  being  the  fomdalhn^ 
or  even  the  l^uiire/sj  it  may  rather  be  fiid  to  refem- 
ble  the  hezvy  /tone  roof y  preflingwith  an  enormous 
weight  upon  the  walls,  which  on  that  account  re- 
quire many  buttrefles  to  fupport  it,  and  after  all 
proves  to  be  fo  heavy,  and  is  now  become  fo  ruin- 
ous, that  it  will  be  found  abfolutely  neceflary  ro 
take  it  all  down,  if  the  building  is  to  bepreftrved. 
Nay,  as  in  the  late  taking  down  of  the  flone  roof 
of  the  cathedral,  I  think,  of  Hereford,  if  the  great- 
eft  care  be  not  taken,  the  attempt  to  meddle  with 
this  cumbrous  roof  wi;l  be  hazardous,  both  to 
thofe  who  remove  ir,  and  thofe  who  ftand  near  ir. 

I  am.  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,  &c. 


G  3  .     LETTER 
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LETTER     IX. 

Ofth  Ufes  of  civil  EJlablifijments  of  Religion. 

Dear  Sir, 

YOU  certainly  magnify  the  benefits  derived 
from  religion  itfelf  too  much,  valuable  as  I 
allow  it  to  be,  when  you  fay,  p.  134,  "  We  know, 
"  and  what  is  better,  we  feel,  that  religion  is  the 
*'  bafis  of  civil  fociety,  and  thefource  of  all  good 
"  and  of  all  comfort."  Here,  f  urely ,  is  more  of  the 
rhetGricianihz.xioixhtreafoneri  even  fuppofingyou 
not  to  mean,  what  you  evidently  do, the  civil  efta- 
blifhment  of  religion,  but  religion  icfelf.  Is  there 
no  good,  or  comfort,  in  any  thing  but  religion, 
or  what  flows  from  it  ?  Will  religion  feed  or  cloath 
\is ;  or  is  there  no  comfort  in  food  or  cloath ing  ? 
Is  it  not  poflible  to  make  many  wholefonYe  laws  to 
prevent  men  from  injuring  one  another,  and  is  it 
not  poflible  to  execute  thofe  laws,  fo  as  to  preferve 
t\\z  peace  of  fociety,  which  I  conceive  to  be  the  pro- 
per end  of  civil  government,  without  calling  in  the 
aid  of  religion  ;  or  cannot  religion  operate  in  aid 
of  good  laws,  without  the  help  of  the  magiflrate  ? 

Civil 
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Civil  eftablidiments  of  religion,  muft,  however, 
be  imagined  to  be  oijome  uje  to  ibciety,  or  it  will 
be  of  little  confequence  to  defend  them  at  all.  If 
the  church,  or  the  king,  have  nothing  but  divine 
right  to  ftand  upon,  the  people,  feeing  their  own  in- 
tered  to  be  out  of  the  queftion,  would  not,  at  this 
day,  fliew  much  zeal  in  their  fupport.  They  mull, 
if  poffible,  be  made  to  believe,  that  a  fyftem  fup- 
ported  by  their  money,  and  the  fweat  of  their 
brows,  is,  in  fome  way  or  other,  diredly  or  indi- 
reflly,  for  their  advantage.  Accordimgly,  you.  Sir, 
have  found  it  neceflary  to  urge  the  utility  of  thefe 
eftablifhrnents,  and  according  to  you,  this  utility 
is  threefold.  They  are  of  ufe  to  the  poor,  and  to  the 
richy  and  though  they  fuit  all  governinents,they  are 
more  particularly  neceflary  in  democratical  ones. 

«  The  chriftian  ftatefmen,"  you  fay,  p.  1 5 1,  "  of 
"  this  land  have  been  taught,  that  the  circumftance 
<'  of  the  gofpei's  being  preached  to  the  poor,  was 
*'  one  of  the  great  tells  of  its  true  miflion.  They 
«  think,  therefore,  that  thofe  do  not  believe  it  who 
"  do  not  take  care  it  fhould  be  preached  to  the 


^^  poor 


Here,  Sir,  your  argument,  as  far  as  there  is 
any  thing  of  argument  in  it,  is,  that  fince  the  poor 
cannot  afford  to  pay  for  religious  inftruftion,  the 
ftate  ihould  provide  it  for  them.  A  very  pious  and 
charitable  defign,  no  doubt  j  but  at  whofe  expence 
G4  ^^ 
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is  this  provifion  made  ?  If  it  were  at  the  cxpence 
of  the  rich  only,  there  would  be  fomething  of  cha- 
rity in  iti  but  is  not  all  property,  that  of  the  poor 
as  well  as  that  of  the  rich,  taxed  alike  for  this 
purpofe  ?  Do  not  the  clergy  exa6t  the  payment  of 
Jmall  tithes^  and  often  with  the  utmoft  rigour, 
from  their  pooreft  parilhioners  ?  Do  we  not  fome- 
times  hear  of  their  being  aflually  turned  out  of 
their  little  tenements,  by  a  diftrefs  levied  by  their 
fpiritual  inftru6lors;  and  are  not  the  poor  Itiih, 
fome  of  the  moil  deftitute  and  miferable  of  man- 
kind, driven  into  almoft  annual  rebellions,  by  op- 
preflion  from  the  exaction  of  tithes  ? 

This,  I  am  told,  is  the  true  caufe  of  the  rife  of 
thofe  who  are  called  If!  He  Boys,  among  the  poor 
catholics  of  Ireland;  and  nothing  but  the  terror 
of  military  execution  can  compel  them  to  pay  for 
that  inftruftion  which  you  would  give  us  to  under- 
Itand  is  fo  charitably  afforded  them.  Thus,  to 
•  be  compelled  to  pay  for  the  inftrudion  which  they 
deteft,  and  receive  no  advantage  from,  and  to  be, 
at  the  fame  time,  under  another  kind  of  neccffity 
of  paying  for  the  inftruftion  which  they  really  va- 
lue, is,  indeed,  a  hard  cafe.  But  this,  according 
to  you,  is  preaching  thegofpelto  the  poor. 

The  gofpel  was,  in  its  proper  fenfe,  preached 
to  the  poor  by  our  Saviour,  the  apoftles,  and  other 
primitive  chriftians,  who  were  themfelves  poor. 

In 
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In  thofe  times,  all  ihe  contributions  for  the  main- 
tenance of  public  worfliip  were  made  by  the  rich, 
and  they  were  as  ample  as  they  were  voluntary. 
Thofe  who  were  lefo  opulent  gave  as  they  thought 
proper,  and  could  afford,-  and  the  poor  gave  no- 
thing ;  for  fmall  thithes  were  then  unknown.  The 
fame  is  the  cafe  with  us  Diffenters.  All  our  places 
of  public  worlhip  are  open  to  the  poor,  as  well  as 
to  the  rich  j  and  not  only  are  tlie  poor,  accommo- 
dated gratiSy  buf  their  wants  are  attended  to  as  far 
the  funds  of  the  congregation  (and  in  all  of  them 
there  is  one  for  this  purpofe)  can  go  towards  their 
relief. 

The  inftruftion  of  the  poor  is  more  attended  to 
by  the  Methodiftsthan  by  any  other  clafs  of  chrif- 
tians  in  this  country.  They  not  only  make  them 
welcome,  but  they  feek  out,  they  invite,  and  prefs 
them  to  receive  inftrut^ionj  and  if  thofe  of  them 
who  are  comparatively  poor,  taxthemfelvesfor  the 
maintenance  of  their  preachers,  and  the  building 
of  their  places  of  worfhip,  it  is  in  fiich  a  manner  as 
promotes  induftry,andchecks  profligacy  and  extra- 
vagance. Bythis  means,  becoming  more fober,  and 
more  frugal,  they  grow  comparatively  rich,  and 
are  better  able  to  contribute  their  penny,  their 
two-pence,  or  fix-pence  a  week,  to  fupply  the 
wants  of  others.  I  honour  their  wifdom  and 
oeconomyj  and  think  moft  highly  of  thofe  perfons 

whofe 
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whole  education  and  habits  difpofe  and  enable  •  them 
to  adapt  themfelves  to  the  inftruftion  of  the  loweft 
and  pooreft  of  the  vulgar.  They  are  civilizing  and 
chriftianizing  that  part  of  the  communit)^,  which 
is  below  the  notice  of  your  dignified  clergy,  but 
whofe  fouls,  as  the  common  phrafe  is,  are  as  pre- 
cious in  the  fight  of  Gody  as  thofe  who  are  called  their 
htters.  Such  men  will  have  their  reward  in  hea- 
ven. I  only  wifh  they  had  more  knowledge,  and 
more  charity  along  with  their  zeah  and  thefe  alfo, 
will  come  in  due  time. 

You  think  it  equally  neceffary,  that  public  pro- 
vifion  fhould  be  made  for  the  infrruflion  of  the 
rkhy  and  that,  in  order  to  engage  their  attention  and 
refpcdl,  die  civil  eftablifhment  of  religion  fliould 
be  fplendid.  "  Such  fublime  principles,"  you  fay, 
p.  137,  "ought  to  be  infufed  into  perfons  in  ex- 
«  aked  fituations,  and  religious  eftablilTiments  pro- 
"  vided,  that  may  continually  revive  and  enforce 
"  them.  The  people  of  England,"  you  %,  p.  152, 
«  know  how  little  influence  the  teachers  of  religion 
"  are  likely  to  have  with  the  wealthy  and  power- 
"  ful  of  long  (landing,  and  how  much  lefs  weight 
"  with  the  newly  fortunate,  if  they  appear  no  way 
*^  afibrted  to  thofe  with  whom  they  muft  alTociatc, 
"  and  over  whom  they  muft  even  exercife  in  fome 
"  cafes  fomething  like  an  authority.  What  muft 
"  they  think  of  that  body  of  teachers,  if  they  fee 

"it 
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"  it  in  no  part  above  the  eftablifhiTient  of  their 
"  domeftic  fervants  ?" 

On  the  eiFc(5t  offpkndid  eftablifhments  on  the 
minds  of  men  I  have  enlarged  before,  and  lliall  now 
only  obferve  that,  through  grofs  inattention  to  the 
principles  of  human  nature,  you  have  neither  con- 
fidered  the  effeft  of  the  fituation  of  the  clergy  of 
this  country  on  their  own  minds,  oronthofe  of  the 
rich  and  the  great,  to  whom  their  miniftry  is  to 
be  adapted.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  that,  fo  far  from 
the  former  being  independent  on  the  latter, 
that  in  confequence  of  having  great  emolument 
in  continual  profpe6l  (which  is  the  cafe  of  all  the 
clergy,  the  bilhops  themfelves  not  excepted)  they 
mufl  continually  look  up  to  them,  and  court  them, 
in  order  to  advance  themfelves?  Is  not  their  at- 
tention to  the  great  in  general  extremely  fervile 
and  debaiing  ?  Have  you  never  heard  of  their  con- 
niving at,  rather  than  reproving  them  for,  their 
vices  and  extravagancies,  while  they  have  the  care 
of  their  education  at  home,  and  abroad.  Is  not  al- 
moft  every  clergyman,  whofe  talents  or  connexions 
encourage  him  to  afpire  to  a  bifhopric,  or  any  other 
great  preferment,  ready  to  adopt  the  maxims,  and 
court  the  favour,  of  the  great,  in  whofe  power  alone 
it  is  to  aid  their  views  ?  Is  it  not  notorious  that  the 
bifhops  in  general  fall  in  with  the  meafures  of  the 
court,  whatever  they  are^  evidently  becaufe  they 

cannot 
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cannot  rife  higher,  or  provide  for  their  dependants, 
by  any  other  means  ?  For  whenever  the  maxims 
and  meafures  of  the  court  change,  the  condud  of 
the  bifaops  almoft  univerfally,  and  even  inftantly, 
changes  with  them. 

When,  the  diffenting  minifters  waited,  by  ap- 
pointment, upon  an  archbifliop  (Cornwallis)  in 
order  to  get  his  vote  and  intereft  for  relief  in  the 
matter  of  fubfcription,  which  was  then  under  con- 
fideration  in  parliament,  after  both  himfelf  and 
his  brethren  had  voted  againft  us  upon  a  former 
occafion,  he  affbred  them  that,  though  their 
bench  had  concurred  in  rejefbing  their  application 
before,  it  was  no  meafure  of  theirs^  but  that  they 
had  been  upon  it.  On  their  exprefling  fome  degree 
of  furprize  at  this,  he  put  his  hand  upon  his  breaft, 
and  faid  again,  *'  upon  my  honour  we  were  put 
"  upon  it*."  Thishe  evidently  thought  a  fufficient 

*  This  more  correcfl  account  of  this  interview  (which  was  iii 
1773)  I  have  from  one  of  the  three  deputies,  who  took  minutes  of 
what  paffed  when  he  got  home.  He  adds  the  following  curious 
circumftances,  "  When  we  were  introduced  to  Lord  — '■ — ,  and 
reprefented  our  cafe  to  him,  he  replied  in  thefe  words,  "  Gentle- 
*'  men,  Lenter  not  into  the  motives  and  reafons  of  this  application. 
*'  Are  the  biihops  for  you  ?  if  they  are,  you  may  be  fure  of  me. 
**  If  they  are  againft  you,  I  Ihall  be  fo  too.  Tbey  Jerve  us,  amJnue 
*'  muji  help  them"  Here  we  fee  the  real  nature  and  objed  of  the 
**  alliance  betiueen  the  church  and  thejlate.  It  is  nothing  elfe  than  a 
**  league  between  two  parties  in  the  ftate  againft  the  common  li- 
**  berties  of  the  country. 

apology 


■MR.    BURKE.  91 

apology  for  his  own  condufb,  and  that  of  his  bre- 
thren. So  valid  did  this  excufe  appear  to  him, 
that  he  had  no  feeling  of  the  dilhonour  which 
fuch  conduct  refleded  upon  the  whole  bench,  and 
what  a  defpicable  idea  he  was  giving  of  himfelf, 
and  of  his  brethren  to  us  DilTenters,  who  are 
ufed  to  think  and  a(5l  for  ourfelves,  and  not  as  we 
zrtput  upon  by  ethers.  Can  fuch  conduifl  as  this, 
which  the  fituation  of  your  dignified  clero-y  ne- 
cefiarily  leads  them  into,  infpire  perfons  of  hiah 
rank,  or  of  any  rank,  with  fentiments  of  refpe^  ? 
I  will  venture  to  fay  it  is  impolTible.  Pretend 
what  you  will,  you  muft,  and  you  do,  hold  them 
in  contempt,  as  much  as  we  do  ourfelves.  It  is 
the  feeling  of  indignant  honour.  It  is  the  natural 
fentimcnt  of  man  towards  his  degraded  fellow- 
creature,  which  in  fomemeafure  refleds  dilhonour 
upon  himfelf,  as  being  of  the  fame  fpecies. 

You  who  are  a  lay  divine,  farther  teach  us,  that 
civil  eftablilhments  of  religion  are  peculiarly  ufeful 
in  free  governments.  "  The  confecration  of  the 
"date,"  you  fay,  p.  137,  "by  a  (late  religious 
"  eflablilhment,  is  neccflary  alfo  to  operate  with 
an  wholefome  awe  upon  free  citizens,  becaufe,  in 
"  order  to  fccure  their  freedom,  they  mull  e*njov 
"  fome  determinate  portion  of  power.  To  them', 
"  therefore,  a  religion  connefled  with  the  ftaie,  and 
"  with    their    duty    towards   it,    becomes    even 

''  more 
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**  more  neceflary,  than  in  fuch  focicties  where 
*'  the  pfOjDle,  by  the  terms  of  their  fubjedlion,  are 
*'  confined  to  private  fentiments,  and  the  manage-  ^ 
"  ment  of  their  own  family  concerns.  All  perfons 
*'  poflefling  any  portion  of  power,  ought  to  be 
"  flrono-ly  and  awfully  impreflcd  with  an  idea  that 
'^  they  a6t  in  trud,  and  that  they  are  to  account  for 
"  their  condud  in  that  truft  to  the  one  great  maf- 
"  ter,  author,  and  founder,  of  fociety.  This  prin- 
"  ciple  onght  even  to  be  more  firongly  impreffed 
"  upon  the  minds  of  thofe  who  compofe  the  col- 
"  leftive  fovereignty,  than  upon  thofe  offingle 
'^  princes.  Without  inftruments,  thcfe  princes  can 
"  do  nothing.  Whoever  ufes  inflruments,  in  find- 
"  ing  helps,  finds  alfo  impediments.  Their  pow-  ^ 
**  er,  therefore,  is  by  no  means  complete,  nor  are 

"  they   fafe  in  extreme  abufe. But  where  po- 

"  pular  authority  is  abfolute  and  unreftrained,  the 
"  people  have  an  infinitely  greater,  becaufe  a  far 
"  better  founded,  confidence  in  their  own  power. — 
"  It  is  therefore  of  infinite  importance  that  they 
"  fiiould  not  be  fufixred  to  imagine  that  their  will, 
"any  more  than  that  of  kings,  is  the  ftandard  of 
"  right  and  wrong,  &c.  &c." 

In  all  this.  Sir,  you,  as  ufual,  confounded  religion 
with  the  civil  ejlablifiment  of  it,  and  hence  the  ma- 
nifeft  inconclufivenefs  of  your  whole  argument. 
Religion,  no  doubt,  is  ufeful  to  all  men,  of  all 

ranks. 
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ranks,  in  power,  or  fubjeft  to  it,  as  it  fiirnifhes  an 
additional  motive  to  good  behaviour  in  every  fitua- 
tion.  But  what  has  this  to  do  with  any  civil  efta- 
blifhment  of  it,  with  its  being  maintained  by  the 
ftate,  the  officers  of  which  ftate,  will,  of  courfe, 
have  the  fole  power  of  ecclefialVical  as  well  as  civil 
preferment  ?  How  will  the  members  of  a  popular 
aflembly  be  overawed  by  the  admonitions  of  men 
whofe  falaries  are  fettled,  and  whofe  places  are  dif- 
pofed  of,  by  themfelves,  any  more  than  a  fingle  ar- 
bitrary fovereign  ?  Will  not  the  clergy  alwayslook 
up  to  that  power,  which  has  preferment  at  its  dif- 
pofal,  in  whatever  hands  it  be  lodged  ?  Are  not 
the  eftablifhed  minifters  in  Holland  advocates  for 
their  republican  government,  as  much  as  the  En- 
glifh  hifhops  of  this  day  for  the  limited  monarchy 
of  England,  and  as  much  as  the  bifhops  of  Charles 
I.  and  II.  were  for  abfolute  monarchy,  pafiivc 
obedience,  and  non-refiflance  ? 

The  clergy,  or  any  other  fet  of  men,  in  the  pay 
of  a  flate,  foon  perceive  what  are  the  maxims  of 
the  governing  powers  in  that  flate,  and  readily 
adopt  them.  Are  not  the  afpiring  clergy  of  the 
prefent  reign,  advocates  for  higher  maxims  of  go- 
vernment in  church  and  flate,  than  thofe  of  the  two 
preceding  reigns  ?  The  fad  is  evident,  and  the  dif- 
ference is  to  be  looked  for  in  the  different  difpofi- 
tions  of  the  courts.     The  former  v/ere  liberal,  and 

favourable 


$S  LETTERSTO 

favourable  to  difienters,  whereas  the  prefent  islefa  {o. 
This  alone  accounts  for  the  whole.  If  the  gover- 
nors of  any  country  in  which  religion  is  eftablifhed, 
have  no  motives  to  (land  in  awe  of  the  minifters  of 
religion,  which  they  evidently  have  not  (as  they  al- 
ways fee  the  niinifters  of  religion  (landing  in  awe  of 
them,  and  courting  them)  it  is  of  no  ufe  to  them 
that  it  is  efl-ablifhed  at  all.  If  it  be  of  any  ufe,  it 
is  fimply  as  religiony  as  a  principle  operating  upon 
confcience,  and  influencing  individuals,  indepen- 
dently of  any  civil  eftablilLment  of  it. 

Indeed,  Sir,  you  fee  this  whole bulinefs  in  a  very- 
wrong  point  of  light.  The  civil  cllablifhment  of 
religion  is  fo  far  from  making  it  iefpe<5table,  that 
it  is  the  vtry  thing  that  makes  it  contemptible; 
becaufe  it  naturally  tends  to  debafe  the  minds  of 
thofe  who  officiate  in  it,  thofc  to  whom  men  will 
commonly  look  for  examples  of  its  proper  fpirit 
and  tendency,  and  by  whofe  principles  and  con- 
du6t  they  are  too  apt  to  form  their  opinion,  of  it. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,   &c. 


LETTER 
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LETTER     X. 

Of  an   Eknive  Clergy. 
Dear  Sir, 

THE  dread  you  exprefs  of  the  clergy  of  this 
country  becoming  eledlive^  is  extreme,  and  the 
confequences  which  you  imagine  to  flow  from  a 
regulation  of  this  kind  in  the  conftitution  of  the 
church,  you  exhibit  in  the  mod  alarming  light.' 
1  fhall  feleft  the  following,  as  fome  of  the  ftrongefb 
paflages  in  your  publication  upon  this  fubje6t, 
and  I  fliall  then  make  a  few  remarks  upon  them. 
"  The  prefent  ruling  power"  (viz.  of  France) 
"  has"  you  fay,  p.  2  17,  "  made  a  degrading,  pen- 
"  fionary  eftablifhment,  to  which  no  man  of  li- 
**  beral  ideas,  or  liberal  condition,  will  deftine  his 
**  children.  It  muft  fettle  into  the  loweft  clafTes  of 
"  the  people.  As  with  )^ou,  the  inferior  clergy 
*'  are  not  numerous  enough  for  their  duty,  as  thcfe 
'*  duties  are  beyond  meafure,  minute  and  toilfome; 
*^  as  you  have  left  no  middle  clafles  ofclergy  at  their 
'^  eafe,  in  future  nothing  of  fcience  or  erudition, 
"  can  exift  in  the  Galilean  church.  To  complete 
*'  the  projed,  without  the  lead  attention  to  the 

H  "  rights 


$8  LETTERS    TO 

"  rights  of  patrons,  the  Aflembly  has  provided  in 
*'  fucure  an  eleflive  clergy;  an  arrangement  which 
*'  will  drive  out  of  the  clerical  profelTion  all  men 
"  of  fobriety,  all  who  can  pretend  to  independence 
*'  in  their  fun6tion  or  their  conduft,  and  which 
"  will  throw  the  whole  dire<5tion  of  the  public 
"  mind  into  the  hands  of  a  fet  of  licentious,  bold, 
"  crafty,   factious,    flattering  wretches,    of  fuch 
"  condition,  and  fuch  habits  of  life,  as  will  make 
"  their  contemptible  penfions  (in  comparifon  of 
"  which  the  ftipend  of  an  excifeman  is  lucrative 
"  and  honourable)  an  objedt  of  low  and  illiberal 
"  intrigue." 

"  In  Ihort,"  you  fay,  p.  218,  "  it  feems  to  me, 
"  that  this  new  ecclefiaftical  eftablifhment  is  in- 
"  tended  only  to  be  temporary,  and  preparatory  to 
"  the  utter  abolition,  under  any  ofitsforms,  of  the 
**  chriftian  religion,  whenever  the  minds  of  men 
^*  are  prepared  for  this  laft  ftroke  againft  it,  by  the 
"  accomplifhment  of  the  plan  for  bringing  its  mi- 
"  nifters  into  universal  contempt.  I  hope,"  you 
add,  p.  219,  "  their  partizans  in  England,  will 
'i  fucceed  neither  in  the  pillage  of  the  ecclefiaftics, 
"  nor  in  the  introdudion  of  a  principle  of  popu^^ 
*f  lar  eledion  to  our  bifhoprics  and  parochial 
**  cures.  This,  in  the  prefent  condition^  of  the 
"  world,  would  be  the  laft  corruption  of  the  church, 
•'  the  utter  ruin  of  the  clerical  chara6ler,  the  moft 

"  dangerous 
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**  dangerous  fhock  .that  the  ftate  ever  received 
'*  through  a  mifunderllood  arrangemenc  of  re- 
"  ligion." 

Now,  Sir,  had  you  refle(5led  ever  fo  little  on  the 
nature  of  the  cafe,  had  you  read  ecclefiajtical  hifioryy 
or  had  you  opened  your  eyes  to  exifting  faSfs,  fuch 
as  almofl:  obtrude  themfelves  upon  the  nnoft  care- 
lefs  obferver  every  day,  you  muft  have  perceived 
that  an  ele^ive  clergy  muft  have,  always  has  had, 
and  at  this  prefent  time  a(5i:ually  has,  efFedts  the 
very  reverfe  of  thofe  with  which  your  imagination 
(for  here  judgment  IS  totally  out  of  the  queflion) 
is  haunted. 

Is  it  not  true  that,  in  all  cafes  of  a  clvit  nature, 
every  perfon  who  receives  a  falary  for  any  duty 
whatever,  will  be  more  attentive   to  that  duty, 
when  the  perfon  who  pays  the  falary,  and  who  is 
interefted  in  the  proper  difcharge  of  the  duty,  has 
the  power  of  appointing  and  difmifUng  him  ?  The 
reafon  is  obvious.     It  then  becomes  the  intereft 
of  the  perfon  who  performs  the  duty,  as  well  as  of 
the  perfon  who  is  benefited  by  it,  that  it  be  well 
done.     And  can  it  make  any  difference,  whether 
the  duty  be  of  an  ecclefiaftical,  or  of  a  civil  nature, 
when  both  are  discharged  by  men,  beings  of  the 
fame  pafiions,  and  fubjefl  to  the  fame  influences? 
Every  man  will  do  his  duty  beft  when  he  has  the 
eyeofamafter  immediately  upon  him.     Pleafe, 
H  2  Sir, 
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Sir,  to  make  the  trial.  Let  your  domeflic  fervants, 
or  your  domeftic  chaplain,  be  appointed  not  by 
yourfelf,  but  fome  other  nnan,  or  body  of  men, 
and  let  it  be  as  difficult  and  as  flow  a  procefs,  to 
obtain  a  change  of  them,  as  it  is  now  for  a  parifh  to 
get  rid  of  a  minifter  whofe  condu6ldifgraces  them, 
which  is  but  too  often  the  cafe.  I  do  not  believe 
that,  upon  this  plan,  you  would  have  much  ex- 
peftation  of  being  well  ferved. 

You  dread  a  fcene  o(  fa5!ion  and  low  intrigue 
among  the  clergy  who  fhould  be  candidates  for 
places  in  the  church.     But  what  was  the  fa61:  for 
more  than  a  thoufand  years  in  the  chi  iftian  church 
in  general,  when  all  the  bifliops  and  clergy  were 
eleclive,  when  men  were  the  fame  that  they  are  now, 
and,  when  whatever  you  imagine  of  peculiar  zeal, 
and  diflntereftednefs,  in  the  primitive  times  of  the 
church,  was  certainly  abated?  Or  what  is  now  the 
cafe  with  theDiffenters  in  this  country,  and  through 
all  the  ftates  of  North  America,  where  the  offici- 
ating clergy  of  all  denominations  are  now,  and  ever 
have  been  elective?     In  ancient  times,  where  the 
emolumentswere  great,  as  in  the  churches  of  Alex- 
andria, Antioch,  Conftantinople,  and  Rome,  the 
eledion  of  bilhops  was  fometimes  attended  with 
fadlions,  and  dangerous  ones  -,  but  even  there  cafes 
of  this  kind  were  rare,  and  in  the  ordinary  fees  they 
feldom  or  never  happened.     There  are  more  than 

a  thou- 


MR.     BURKE.  lOI 

a  thoufand  diflcnting  miniftcrs  in  this  kingdom, 
and  they  are  all  elected  by  their  refpeftive  congre- 
gations j  but  any  great  inconvenience  attending  an 
election  of  this  kind  very  feldom  occurs.  It  is 
probable  that  you,  though  living  in  the  country, 
and  acquainted  with  Diffenters,  never  keard  of  any 
fuch  thing,  any  more  than  in  America  or  in  Ireland. 

So  far  is  there  from  being  any  cabal  or  intrigue, 
to  obtain  places  with  us,  that  the  perfon  chofen 
feldom  hears  of  it,  till  his  invitation  is  lent  to  him  j 
and  any  thing  like  canvaffing  would  be  an  efFedlual 
bar  to  his  eledion.  Indeed,  it  very  feldom  happens 
that  there  is  more  than  one  candidate  named  at 
one  time,  and  the  members  of  any  congregation  are 
confidered  as  very  imprudent  if  they  admit  of  two. 
Befides,  if  any  improper  proceedings  fhould  occur,  it 
will  be  eafy  to  provide  remedies. 

You  fay,  that  no  perfon  liberally  educated,  or 
any  other  than  thofe  in  the  loweft  clafies  of  life,  will 
be  candidates  for  church  preferment.  This,  Sir, 
goes  upon  the  idea  that  no  perfon  will  officiate  in  a 
chriftian  church  but  for  the  fake  of  the  temporal 
emolument  which  he  receives  from  ir,  which  is  a 
moft  unjuft  and  ill-founded  reflection  on  chriftia- 
nity,  and  the  minifters  of  it.  It  may,  indeed,  be 
the  cafe  with  a  church,  the  articles  of  which  men  of 
fenfe  cannot  fubfcribe,  and  the  ftated  duty  of  which 
is  againft  their  confciences.  For  fuch  fervices  as 
thefs  men  rjcuft  belaid,  and  very  well  paid  tooj  and 
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in  general  it  will  be  done  for  nothing  but  the  pay. 
But  this  is  not  the  cafe  with  us,  nor  was  it  fo  in 
the  early  ages  of  the  church.  Though  few  of  our 
falaries  will  more  than  half  maintain  us,  there  are 
never  wanting  perfons  of  independent  fortune,  and 
the  moft  liberal  educations,  who  voluntarily  devote 
themfelves  to  the  work  of  our  miniftry.  From  un- 
biaffed  choice  they  give  their  time,  and  their  for- 
tunes, to  an  employment  which  they  deem  to  be 
moft  honourable  and  important,  in  whatever  light 
it  may  appear  to  you  j  and  our  fituation  is  fuch, 
that  few  befides  perfons  of  fome  ability  and  piety 
will  think  of  the  profeflion. 

So  refpefted  is  the  chara(5ter  of  a  minifter  with 
us,  though  the  cafe  may  be  different  with  you,  that 
whatever  was  his  original  rank  in  life,  it  places  him 
on  a  level  with  the  moll  opulent  of  his  congrega- 
tion; and  it  rarely  happens  but  that  in  all  our  con- 
gregations, there  are  fome  perfons  of  as  good  for- 
tunes, and  as  polifhed  manners  as  any  others  in  the 
town  or  neighbourhood.  On  this  account,  as  well  as 
from  a  principle  of  genuine  piety  and  benevolence, 
the  fituation  of  a  difTenting  minifter  has  many  at- 
tra61:ions,efpecially  to  a  perfonof  a  ferious  and  ftu- 
dious  turn  of  mind.  We  think  it  greatly  prefer- 
able to  that  of  che  generality  of  the  eftablilhed 
clergy,  with  all  their  profpefls  of  preferment,  which 
often  produce  a  cringing  and  fervile  difpofition. 
And  I  will  venture  to  fay^  that,  independent  of  the 
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private  fortunes  which  many  of  our  minifters 
have,  their  charafler  and  conduft  render  them  as 
truly  refpedlable,  and  independent  in  mind,  as  any 
fet  of  clergy  in  the  world  i  far  more  fo,  I  am  con- 
fident, than  yours,  with  all  the  advantages  you  boaft. 
In  confequence  of  the  bifhops  in  France  becom- 
ing eledive,  you  imagine  that  nothing  of /aV;zf^, 
or  eruditiotii  will  henceforth  exift  in  the  Gallican 
church.  But  did  nothing  of  this  kind  exift  in  the 
chriftian  church  before  the  bifhops  ceafed  to  be 
eledtive,  which  was  a  change  made  of  late  years  in 
comparifon  ?  Hiftory  Ihews  the  very  reverfe  to  have 
been  the  cafe.  Thedignified  clergy,  whom  the  court 
makes  independent  of  the  people,  are  not  thofe  who, 
in  any  country,  produce  iedrned  theological  works, 
but  generally  men  in  the  lower  orders,  and  who 
have  no  motive  to  chufe  their  profelTion  befides  an 
attachment  to  the  duties  and  fludies  peculiar  to  it, 
and  who  wifli  to  diftinguilh  themfelves  in  it.  Very 
few  of  the  bilhops  of  your  church  have  been  writ- 
ers, at  leaft  after  they  were  made  bifhops.  The 
greateft  works  your  church  has  to  boaft  of  were  the 
productions  of  obfcure  clergymen  s  and,  defpica- 
ble  as  our  fituation  may  appear  to  you,  who  cer- 
tainly know  very  little  about  us,  an  application  to 
the  ftudies  fuited  to  our  profelTion,  appears,  by  the 
number  of  our  writings,  to  be  much  greater  than 
among  the  clergy  of  the  eftabliftied  church.  The 
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relation  weftand  in  to  our  congregations  infures  a 
refpedable  private  charaAer,  and  in  a  manner 
obliges  us  to  devote  the  leifure  we  have  to  litera- 
ture, to  fcience,  and  to  profeffional  fludies.  How 
ftrangely,  Sir,  nfiuil  you  be  blinded  by  your  high 
church  prejudices  not  to  perceive  that  this  both  /V, 
and  necefTarily  muji  he  the  difference  between  the 
clergy  of  the  ellablilhed  church,  and  miniders  with 
US;  a  difference  greatly  to  our  advantage  •,  and  it 
arifes  wholly  from  our  people  having  the  choice  of 
their  mi nifters,  and  of  courfe  a  power  of  difmiffing 
them  when,  on  any  account,  they  do  not  approve 
of  them. 

You  infinuate  that  the  fcheme  to  render  the  clergy 
of  France  eleflive,  is  preparatory  to  an  intended  abo- 
lition of  chrillianity,  as  if  chrillianity  did  not  exift, 
and  exift  in  infinitely  greater  purity,  before  any  of 
the  clergy  were  otherwise  than  elective.     On  the 
contrary,  it  is  the  fyftem  of  church  eltabliihments 
that  always  has  produced,  and  that  ever  muft  pro- 
duce, unbelievers.    You  make  it  a  mere  engine  of 
ftate,  a  fource  o(  wealth  to  fome  of  the  clergy,  and 
of  power  to  thofe  who  have  the  nomination  of 
themj  and   in  both  cafes  the  proper  interefts  of 
religion  are  never  thought  of.     In  confequence  of 
this,  it  is  notorious   that  the   fuperior  clergy  in 
France  and  Italy  have  long  been  generally  confi- 
dered  as  unbelievers,  as  well  as  ihofe  who  procure 
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them  their  preferment.  That  the  church  of  Eng- 
land is  not  exempt  from  the  fame  cenfure,  I  have 
aftually  known  myfelf  j  and  it  is  highly  probable 
that,  from  fimilar  caufes,  it  ftiil  exifts  in  a  degree 
which  I  have  now  no  opportunity  of  knowing. 
Yet,  though  you  clearly  fee  that  a  fplendid  church 
eftablifhment,  with  bilhops  appointed  by"  the  court, 
adually  makes  many  of  the  clergy  mere  mm  of  ths 
worlds  fo  that  they  have  nothing  of  the  chrifiian 
miniftery  befides  the  name,  and  the  confequence  of 
this  has  been  the  diibehef,  and  utter  contempt,  of 
chriftianity  in  men  of  rank  and  fortune,  you  would 
pretend  that  the  abolifhing  of  chriftiacity  would  be 
the  confequence  of  their  difTolution.  Indeed,  Sir, 
both  the  nature  of  the  cafe,  and  fafe,  which  are 
obvious  to  the  mofl  careiefs  eye,  fhev/  that  chrif- 
tianity  cannot  be  preferved  along  with  them.  They 
are  a  difeafe  that  muft  be  exdipated,  or  the  fubjec't 
will  be  deftroyed. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,  &:c. 
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Of  Monaftic  Infiitutionst   ^nd  Mr.  Burke*s  general 
Maxim  that  exifting  Powers  are  not  to  be  dejiroyed. 

Dear  Sir, 

YOU  enlarge  much,  p.  234,  &c.  on  the  ill 
policy  of  the  National  Aflembly  of  France, 
in  difiblving  the  monaftic  inftitutions  of  that  country, 
acknowledging,  at  the  fame  time,  that "  they  favour 
"  of  fuperftition.  This,"  you  fay,  "  ought  not, 
**  however,  to  hinder  them  from  deriving  from  fu- 
"  perftition  itfelf  any  refources  which  from  thence 
"  maybe  furnifhed  for  the  public  advantage."  You 
do  not  fay  what  ufes,  religious  or  political,  you 
would  have  made  of  the  funds  of  thefe  focieties; 
but  as  you  acknowledge  that  "  the  body  of  all  true 
"  religion  confifts  in  obedience  to  the  will  of  th^ 
"  Sovereign  of  the  univerfe,  in  a  confidence  in  his 
"  declarations,  and  in  an  imitation  of  his  perfec- 
"  tions,"  it  is  fufRcient,  I  fhould  think,  for  a  flateto 
provide  for  this.  If  the  ftate  give  the  body:,  let  the 
individuals  themfelves  provide  the  cloathing^  and  to 
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what  better  ufe  can  public  lands  and  funds  be  ap- 
plied, than  to  liquidate  the  debts  of  a  ftate  ? 

Monaftic  inftitutions  have,  no  doubt,  had  their 
ules,  and  very  great  ufes,  when  there  was  no  other 
retreat  for  letters,  or  from  the  buftle  of  a  barbar- 
ous age.  But  as  literature  and  piety  do  not  now 
want  that  afylum,  and  every  purpole  of  ufeful  re- 
ligion may  be  gained  as  well,  and  even  better, 
without  it,  what  reafon  can  there  be  for  its 
continuance  ?  Why  preferve  an  old  and  incon- 
venient road,  when  a  better  is  aftually  gained? 
Rather  convert  it  into  good  arable  or  pafture 
land. 

It  is,  befides,  impoflible  to  encourage  fuperfti- 
tion,  but  at  the  expence  of  true  religion,  as  the  ex- 
perience of  every  age  demonftrates.  The  duties  of 
fuperftition  are  better  defined  than  thofe  of  religion. 
Men  know  precifely  when  they  have  recited  a  cer- 
tain number  of  prayers,  or  when  they  have  received 
a  certain  number  of  lalhes  i  but  the  great  duties 
of  benevolence  (which,  indeed,  can  only  be  dif- 
charged  in  fociety)  are  indefinite,  and  withal  re- 
quire an  attention  to  the  inward  temper  of  mindy 
which  is  farr  more  difficult  than  any  of  the  injunc- 
tions of  fuperftition.  WDl  it  not  be  natural,  then, 
for  men  to  attach  themfelves  to  the  one,  and 
negled    the    other,     efpecially    when    they    are 
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taught  that  the  fame  end  may  be  gained  by. ei- 
ther ? 

'  The  very  principle  upon  which  monachifm  is 
founded,  is  falfe  and  delufive.  It  is  that  men,  cap- 
able of  performing  the  duties  of  life,  may  become 
fit  for  heaven  by  folitary  meditation  and  prayer, 
v/ithout  mixing  with  the  world  at  all.  While  mo- 
nafleries  are  kept  up,  this  idea  is  encouraged.  I 
cannot  help  thinking,  therefore,  that  the  National 
AlTembly.aded  very  wifely,  when,  in  order  to  re- 
lieve themfeives  from  the  difficulties  which  the  folly 
and  extravagance  of  a  former  government  had 
broucrht  upon  the  country,  they  adopted  the 
mcafure  of  abolilliing  their  monafteries,  making, 
however,  a  fufficient  provifion  for  the  inhabitants 
of  them. 

You  v/ill  not  pretend  to  fay  that  monaftic  infti- 
tutions  are  any  necefll^ry  part  of  the  chriftian  fyllem, 
fince  ^o  mention  h  nuide  of  any  fuch  thing  in  the 
New  f  eftament  j  Tince  fuch  eftablifhments  as  you 
lament  the  fall  of,  are,  in  fail,  but  recent  things  j 
and  fince  chriftianity  has  not  been  found  to  fufFer 
any  thing  by  th«  demolition  of  them,  in  this,  or  any 
other  proteftant  country. 

•  But  "  in  monaftic  inftitutions,"  you  fay,  p.  232, 

*'  in  m.y  opinion,  was  found  a  great  power  for  the 

"  mechanifm  of  polixic  benevolence.     There  were 
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"  revenues  with  a  public  direction ;  there  were 
"  men  wholly  fee  apart  and  educated  to  public  pur- 
*^'  pofcs,  without  any  other  than  public  ties,  and 
"public  principles;  men  widiout  a  poHibility  of 
"  converting  the  eflate  of  the  community  into  a 
"  private  fortune  ;  men  denied  to  fclf-interefi:,  whofc 
"  avarice  is  for  the  community ;  men  to  whom 
"  perfonal  poverty  is  honour,  and  implicit  obe- 
"  dience  ftands  in  the  place  of  freedom.  In  vain 
"  fhall  a  man  look  to  the  poffibility  of  making  liich 
"  things  when  he  wants  them.  The  winds  blow 
"  as  they  lift.  Thefe  inftitutions  are  the  producSts 
"  of  enthufiafm. ;  they  are  the  inflruments  of  wuf- 
"  dom.  Wifdom  cannot  create  materials,  they  are 
"  the  gifts  of  nature,  or  chance  J  her  pride  is  in  the 
"  ufe.  To  deftroy  any  power,"  you  fay,  p.  233, 
"  growing  wild  from  the  rank  produftive  force  of 
"  the  human  mind,  is  almoft  tantamount  in  the 
"  moral  world,  to  the  deftrudtion  of  the  apparently 
"  a6tive  properties  of  bodies  in  the  material  Had 
"  you  no  v/ay  of  ufing  the  men,  but  by  converting 
"  monks  into  penfionersr" 

Upon  this  principle,  of  no  pozver  being  to  be 
deftroyedy  but  only  to  be  regulated,  the  greateft  abufes 
may  be  perpetuated ;  becaufe,  in  many  cafes,  tl-ierc 
is  no  preventing  the  abufe,  without  deftroying  the 
power  itfelf.     Such,  for  example,  is  the  claim  of 
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the  Popes  to  univerfal  dominion  over  the  chriftian 
church,  and  even  over  temporal  princes ;  in  fa6b, 
the  aflumption  of  all  power  in  heaven  and  in  earth. 
Such,  alfo,  is  the  power  of  a  prieft  to  give  abfo- 
lution  of  fins.  To  you  it  fignifies  nothing  to  allege, 
that  thefe  were  altogether,  and  from  the  beginning, 
imiovaticns  and  ahujes  in  the  chriftian  fyftem.  You 
anfwer  that  they  were  great  -powers^  which  cannot  he 
created  at  pleafurey  and  therefore  that  a  wife  ftatef- 
man  would  be  an  advocate  for  their  prefervation, 
and  not  for  their  deflrudlion. 

To  adopt  your  mode  of  reafoning,  fuch  deep 
rooted  opinions,  as  formerly  prevailed  in  all  the 
chriftian  world,  of  an  immenfe  power  lodged  for  the 
wifeft  purpofes  in  one  vifible  head  of  tlie  church,  the 
fublime  idea  of  one  fpritual  father  of  all  chrifian 
princesy  who  had  no  other  bond  of  union,  and  who 
ftood  in  great  need  of  one,  and  the  confidence  that 
all  chrlftians  once  had  in  the  abfolving  power  of 
their  priefts,  authorifed  to  give  advice  and  direc- 
tion in  all  cafes  in  which  confiience  was  concerned  j 
fuch  opinions  as  thefe,  you  will  lay,  cannot  be  pro- 
duced at  pleafure,  they  were  the  flow  growth  of 
ages,  and  a  foundation  of  great  powers,  which,  if 
once  deftroyed;  will  never  rife  again.  It  was^ 
therefore,  nothing  eife  than  madnefs,  you  would 
fay,  in  the  firft  reformers,  t©  aim  at  the  fubverfion 
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efthefe  powers,  by  refuting  the  opinions  on  which 
they  were  founded.  They  fhould  have  contented 
themfelves  with  preferving  the  powers,  facred  and 
inviolable,  and  have  contrived  how  to  make  a  right 
ufe  of  them. 

For  the  fame  realbn,  had  you,  in  any  country, 
as  in  Morocco,  found  the  ideas  of  abfolute  power 
in  the  prince,  of  the  facrednefs  of  his  perfon,  and  of 
the  happinefs  of  dying  by  his  hand,  you  would  have 
been  careful  not  to  deftroy  that  pwer^  which  you 
might  not  be  able  to  re-produce ;  but,  being  hap- 
pily in  pofTefllon  of  it,  would  have  made  it  fub- 
fervient  to  the  good  of  the  country. 

I  am  glad,  however,  to  find  that,  though  all 
powers  are  to  be  continued^  you  allow  of  fome  im- 
provement in  the  application  of  them,  which  im- 
plies fome  change  for  the  better.  This  is  alfo  im* 
plied  in  what  you  fay  by  way  of  apology  for  the  old 
church  eftablilhment  of  France,  p.  206,  viz.  that 
"  it  was  an  old  one,  and  not  frequently  revifed,"  as 
i{ fome  revifaly  at  leaft,  would  have  been. proper. 
And  if  a  revifal  of  this  eftablifhment  would  have 
been  proper,  why  not  that  of  ours  alfo  ?  Kas  the 
church  of  England  acquired  any  prefcriptive  right, 
to  (land  in  no  need  of  any  farther  revifion ;  or  are 
you.  Sir,  authorifed  to  fay  to  reformation,  Hitherto 
(halt  thou  gOy  and  no  farther  ?     If  not,  why  your 

fneers. 
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Iheers,  p.  14,  at  a  certain  lay  divine ,  who  only  pro- 
pofed  a  revifal  of  the  Englifii  liturgy  and  articles, 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  many  lerious  and  thinking 
perfons,  though  not  in  yours,  very  much  want  re- 
vifion  ?  Vvhy,  alfo,  did  you  oppofe  the  petition  of 
a  number  of  corifcientio'us  clergymen,  to  be  releafed 
from  their  prefent  obligation  to  fubfcribe  the 
thirty-nine  articles,  many  of  which  you  muft  your- 
self, furely,  think  are  not  abfolutely  eiTential  to  chrif- 
tianity?  Why,  then,  might  not  clergymen,  as  well 
as  others,  have  been  at  liberty  to  fpeculate  freely, 
and  think  as  they  faw  reafon  to  do,  with  refpeft  to 
them? 

On  the  fame  principles  on  which  you  oppofed  a 
revifion  of  the  church  eftablifhment  of  this  coun- 
try, you  would,  no  doubt,  have  oppofed  a  revi- 
fion of  that  of  France,  of  Turkey,  or  of  Indoflan. 
However,  the  fpirit  of  reformation,  which  is  now 
gone  forth,  is  another  great  pozver^  as  well  as  the 
exifting  Jyjlems  to  be  reformed  by  it  j  and  it  is  a 
power  which  grows  ftronger  as  they  grow  weaker ; 
fo  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  which  of  them  will 
finally  prevail,  notwithftanding  the  aid  that  your 
potent  arm  may  give  them. 

You  boldly  avow  your  attachment  to  old  efta- 
blilhments,  becaufe  they  are  old.  "In  this  en- 
"  lightened   age,"  you  fay,  p.   129,  "I  am  bold 

"  enough 
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*'  enough  to  confefs,  that  we  are  generally  men  of 
*^  untaught  feelings,  that,  inftead  of  cafting  away 
"  all  our  old  prejudices,  we  cherifli  them  to  a  very 
"  confiderable  degree,  and  to  take  more  fliame  to 
'^  ourfelves,  we  cherifli  them  becaufe  they  are  pre- 
"judices;  and  the  longer  they  have  lafted,  and 
"  the  more  generally  they  have  prevailed^  the  more 
"  we  cherifli  them." 

On  this  principle,  Sir,  had  you  been  a  Pagan  an 
the  time  of  the  promulgation  of  chrifliianity,  you 
would  nave  continued  one.  You  would  alfo  have 
oppofed  the  reformation.  You  would,  no  doubr, 
have  cheriflied  the  long  and  deep  rooted  prejudice 
of  the  earth  being  the  center  of  our  fyftem,  and 
every  notion  that  was  old;  the  creed  of  your  nurfe, 
and  of  your  grandmother,  in  oppofition  to  every 
thing  nezi). 

Cherifli  them,  then.  Sir,  as  much  as  you  pleafe. 
Prejudice  and  error  is  only  a  mij},  which  the  fun, 
which  has  now  rifen,  will  effedually  difperfe. 
Keep  them  about  you  as  tight  as  the  countryman 
in  the  fable  did  his  cloak ;  the  fame  fun,  without 
any  more  violence  than  the  warmth  of  his  beams, 
will  compel  you  to  throw  it  afide,  unlefs  you  chufe 
to  fweat  under  it,  and  bear  the  ridicule  of  all  your 
cooler  and  lefs  encumbered  companions.  The 
fpirit  of  free  and  rational  enquiry  is  now  abroad, 
I  and 
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and  without  any  aid  from  the  powers  of  this  world, 
v/lU  not  fail  to  overturn  all  error  and  falfe  religion, 
wherever  it  is  found,  and  neither  the  church  of 
Romej  nor  the  church  of  England,  will  be  able  to 
ftand  before  it. 

Inftead  of  your  chimerical  idea  of  defiroying  no 
exijling  powers^  but  of  converting  them  to  fome 
uje,  which  may  anfwer  no  better  than  an  attempt  to 
tame  a  lion,  or  a  tiger,  adopt  a  plainer  maxim, 
infinitely  better  adapted  to  the  weak  faculties  of 
man,  viz.  to  follow  truth  wherever  it  leads  yoUj  con- 
fident that  the  interefts  of  truth  will  ever  be  infepa- 
rable  from  thofe  of  virtue  and  happinefs,  and  equally 
fo  to  dates,  as  to  individuals. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,  &G. 


LETTER 
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LETTER     XII. 

Of  the  Sacredneji  of  the  Revenues  of  the  Church. 

Dear  Sir, 

YOUR  opinion  of  th.t facrednefsy  and  majejiy,  of 
an  eftablilhed  church,  is  moll  confpicuous  in 
what  you  fay  of  its  revenues.  On  this  fubjedl  you 
appear  to  have  adopted  maxims  which,  I  believej 
were  never  before  avowed  by  any  Proteftant,  viz. 
that  the  ftate  has  no  power  or  authority  over  any 
thing  that  has  once  been  the  property  of  the 
church. 

"  From  the  united  confideration  of  relie-ioii  and 
"  conftitutional  policy,"  you  fay,  p.  150,  "  from 
"  their  opinion  of  a  duty  to  make  a  fure  provifion 
"  for  the  confolation  of  the  feeble,  and  the  inftruc- 
*^  tion  of  the  ignorant,  they  have  incorporated  and 
"  identified  the  eftate  of  the  church  with  the 
*^  mafs  of  private  property,  of  which  the  ftate 
"  is  not  the  prcprietorj  either  for  ufe  or  dcmi- 
"  nion,  but  the  guardian  only,  and  the  regu- 
"  lator.  They  have  ordained  that  the  provifion  of 
**  this  eftablilhment  might  be  as  ftable  as  the  earth 
I  2  "on 
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"  on  which  it  flands,  and  fhould  not  fluduate  with 
**  the  Euripiis  of  funds  and  a6lions." 

If  the  ftate  be  not  the  proprietor  of  the  church 
lands,  they  mull  be  the  abfolute  tinalienahle  property 
of  the  church,  that  is  of  churchmen  only,  and  without 
their  confent  no  alienation  of  them  is  lawful.     Con- 
fequently,  if  all  the  members  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, the  king,  and  all  the  temporal  lords,  fhould 
vote  the  alienation  of  any  part  of  them,  it  would  be 
mere  robbery  without  the  confent  of  the  bidiops, 
or  perhaps  that  of  the  whole  convocation  aflembkd 
for  the  purpofe;  perhaps  not  even,  then,  the  pre- 
fent  clergy  being  only  truftces,    or  having   a    life 
eftate  in  a  revenue  which  belongs  to  their  fucceffors. 
But,  furely,  if  I  have  any  knowledge  of  the  Britifh 
conftitution,  this  doftrine  is  abfolutely  new   to  it, 
and  certainly  not  deduced  from  the  a6tual  conduft 
of  parliament,  which  has  difpofed  of  a  very  great 
proportion  of  what  was  once  the  property  of  the 
church.     I  even  queftion  whether  the  principle  you 
here  avow,  would  at  this  day  be  acknowledged  at 
St.  Omers.      The  Catholics   of  France  had  evi- 
dently no  idea  of  the  kind,  and  indeed  it  is  for  this 
that  you  reproach  them. 

I'he  Dutch,  and  other proteflant  dates,  have  con- 
fifcated  all  the  old  church  property,  and  pay  their 
clergy  from  the  fame  public  treafury,  out  of  which 
the  officers  of  the  army  and  navy  are  paid;  and 

I  they. 
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they,  no  doubt,  think  themfelves  juftified  in  fo  do- 
ino-.  A  f^reat  proportion  of  the  tithes  in  tliis  coun- 
try, and,  as  I  am  informed,  the  whole  of  them  in 
Scodand,  is  now  in  the  hands  of  lay  proprietors, 
who,  in  your  opinion,  muft  all  be  guilty  of  facri- 
Jegey  though  their  conduft  be  fandtioned  by  the  law 
of  the  land. 

If  the  right  of  the  church  to  its  revenues  is  not 
to  be  affected  by  any  aft  of  a  civil  leginature,  and 
if  it  be  not  derived  from  any  ordinance  of  man^  it  muft 
come   to  them  from   the   ordinance   of  God.     But 
where,  Sir,  do  you  find  any  record  of  this?  There 
is  no  mention  made  of  tithes,  or  of  any  other  per- 
manent church  property,  in  the  New  Teftament; 
and  if  it  has  been  by  the  ordinance  of  God  in  any 
period  fubfequent  to  the  writing  of  thofe  books,  it 
is  incumbent  upon  you.   Sir,  and  other  advocates 
for  the  unalienable  property  of  the  church,  to  fliew 
when  the  grant  was  made,  and  by  what  miracle 
(for  nothing  elfe  can  anfwer  the  purpofe)  it  was 
confirmed.     But  every  thing  relative  to  the  reve- 
nues of  the  church,  is  eafily  traced  in  hiftory.     We 
very  well  know  when^  and  njchence^  every  branch  of 
it  arofe.     It  was  altogether  the  ordinance  o(  men^ 
and  generally  of  weak,   fuperftitious,   and  prieft- 
ridden  men.     And  furely  the  mifchiefs  which  have 
been  found  to  arife  from  the  folly  of  one  age,  oug'it 
I  3  CO 
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to  be  removed  by  the  wifdom  of  a  fubfequent  one. 
In  one  paffage,  indeed,  you  allow  all  that  I  contend 
for,  when  you  fay,  p.  154,  "  When  once  the  com- 
"  mon- wealth  has  eftablillied  the  eftates  of  the 
"  church  as  property;"  for  this  implies  that  the 
eftates  of  the  church  are  the  gift  of  the  common- 
wealth, or  ftate;  and  what  the  ftatp  has  given,  it 
may  furely  take  away.  This  is  one,  among  many 
inconfiftencies,  in  your  work. 

Such,  I  flatter  myfelf^  is  the  light  of  the  prefent 
day,  that  confident  as  you  are  of  your  maxim, 
and  of  the  members  of  our  legiflature  acting  upon 
it,  you  will  fome  time  or  other  find  yourfelf  mif- 
taken.  *'  The  Commons  of  Great  Britain,"  you 
fay,  p.  156,  "in  a  national  emergency,  will  never 
"  feek  their  refource  from  the  confifcation  of  the 
"  eftates  of  the  church  and  poor.  Sacrilege  and 
"  profcription  are  not  among  the  ways  and  means 
"  of  our  committee  of  fupply.  The  Jews,  in 
"  Change- alley,  have  not  yet  dared  to  hint  their 
"  hopes  of  a  mortgage  on  the  revenues  belonging 
"  to  the  fee  of  Canterbury.  I  am  not  afraid  that  \ 
"  Ihall  be  difavowed,  when  I  alTure  you,  that  there 
"  is  not  one  public  man  in  this  kingdom  whom 
"  you  would  wifh  to  quote,  no  not  one  of  any  party 
"  or  defeription,  who  docs  not  reprobate  the  dif- 
"  honeft,  perfidious,  and    cruel  confifcation  which 

«  the 
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*'  the  National  Affembly  has  been  compelled  to 
"  make,  of  that  property  which  it  was  their  firft 
"  duty  to  proted." 

I  am  furprized.  Sir,  that  you  fhould  not  be  fenfi- 
ble  that  this  declaration  is  by  no  means  true  in  fa6l. 
It  is  in  my  own  power  to  quote  many  perfons  in 
public  life,  who  greatly  approve  that  condu<5t  of  the 
National  AlTembly  of  France  which  you  fo  ftrongly 
condemn.  You  forget  that  Saliis  Reipublic^  ^fij^- 
prema  lex ;  and  if  ever  the  circumflances  of  this 
country  fhould  be  fuch,  as  that  either  the  intereft  of 
the  church  or  that  of  the  Jlafe  muft  be  abandoned,  I 
have  no  doubt  but  that,  with  general  approbation, 
the  former  would  be  readily  facrificed  to  the  latter. 

You  have  made  the  provifion  for  the  j)ccr  as  fa- 
cred  as  that  for  the  church.  But  certainly  this  was 
the  inftitution  o{  man,  or  rather  of  wojnan;  for  it 
took  its  rife  in  the  time  of  queen  Elizabeth  in  this 
country,  and  is  not  known  in  any  other.  To  many  ' 
perfons,  as  well  as  to  myfelf,  our  method  of  provid- 
ing for  the  poor,  is  no  proof  of  the  wifdom  of  our 
anceftors.  It  takes  from  man  the  neceflity  of  /c?r^- 
Jightj  and  inftead  of  being  the  moft  providenr, 
makes  him  the  moft  improvident  of  all  creatures. 
So  far  are  our  poor  laws  from  encouraging  induftry, 
that  they  encourage  idlenefs,  and  of  courfe  profli- 
gacy. Such  is  the  ftate  of  this  country,  burthened 
with  taxes  to  fupport  the  churchy  and  the  poor,  and 
I  4      .  t»  . 
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to  pay  the  intereft  (the  principal  is  out  of  the 
queftion)  of  debts  contrafted  by  the  folly  of  our 
anceftors,  that  its  ability  to  fupport  itfelf  under 
them,  is  very  problematical*. 

"  It  is,"  you  fay,  p.  149,  "from  our  attach- 
"  ment  to  a  church  eftablifhment,  that  the  Englifh 
"  nation  did  not  think  it  wife  to  intruft  that  great 
"  fundamental  intereft  of  the  whole,  to  what  they 
"  truft  no  part  of  their  civil  or  military  public 
"  fervice,  that  is,  to  the  unfteady  and  precarious 
"  contribution  of  individuals.  They  go  farther. 
"  They  certainly  never  have  fufFered,  and  never 
"  will  fuffer,  the  fixed  eftate  of  the  church  to  be 
"  converted  into  a  penfion,  to  depend  on  the  Trea- 
"  fury,  &c.  The  people  of  England  think  that 
"  they  have  conftitutional  motives,  as  well  as  re- 
"  ligious,  againft  any  project  of  turning  their  inde- 
"  pendent  clergy  into  ecclefiaftical  penfioners  of 
"  ftate.  They  tremble  for  their  liberty,  from  the 
"  influence  of  a  clergy  dependent  on  the  crown ; 
*'  they  tremble  for  the  public  tranquility,  from  the 
"  diforders  of  a  fadlious  clergy,  if  it  were  made  to 
"  depend  upon  any  other  than  the  crown.     They 

*  Would  it  not  be  reafonable  to  fix  feme  time,  beyond  which 
it  fhould  not  be  deemed  right  to  bind  pofterity  ?  If  our  anceftors 
make  a  foolifii  Jaiu,  we  fcruple  not  to  repeal  it ;  but  if  they  make 
foolifli  avars,  and  incur  foolifli  deiis,  we  have,  at  prefent,  uo  re- 
medy whatever. 

"  therefore 
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**  therefore  made  their  church,  like  their  king,  and 
"  their  nobility,  independent." 

There  are  feveral  pofitions  in  this  paragraph, 
that  appear  to  me  rather  extraordinary.  The 
clergy,  to  be  as  independent  as  ibe  crown,  or  the 
iwbility,  fhould  have  a  negative  in  all  proceedings 
in  parliament.  But  the  clergy  are,  in  fad,  de- 
pendent upon  the  crown,  and  muft  neceflkrily  be 
fo,  while  the  crown  has  the  difpofal  of  all  bilhop- 
rics,  and  other  great  preferments  j  and  the  effed 
of  this  is  ittn.  by  their  voting  with  the  crown.  It 
is  alfo  no  compliment  to  the  general  dilpofition  of 
the  clergy,  that  you  fhould  tremble  for  the  effeds 
o(  thciv  /anions y  if  they  were  to  depend  upon  any 
other  than  the  crown.  I  Ihould  think,  however, 
that,  if  they  be  fo  dangerous  a  body  of  men,  you 
might  make  you rfelf  rather  eafier  if  they  were  made 
to  depend  on  the  whole  kgiflattire,  and  not  upon 
the  crown  only,  to  which  they  now  give  a  dan- 
gerous accefTion  of  power. 

But,  Sir,  only  take  away  the  emoluments  of 
the  clergy,  and  leave  them  to  fubfift,  as  we  dif- 
fenting  minifters  do,  and  as  the  apoftles  and  bifliops 
in  primitive  times  did,  on  the  voluntary  contribu- 
tions of  thofe  who  are  benefited  by  their  miniftry, 
and  you  will  effedlually  remove  all  caufe  of  trem- 
bling on  their  account.     Let  them  be  naturally  as 

quarreifome 
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quarrelfome  as  dogs,  they  will  be  as  quiet  as  lambs, 
if  no  bone  of  contention  be  thrown  among  them. 
What  danger  arifes  from  our  divifions,  or  thofe 
of  the  many  difcordant  feds  which  have  everexifted 
in  North  America  ?  Be  they  ever  fo  great,  we  ne- 
ver trouble  the  ftate  with  them,  and  we  are  una- 
nimous and  hearty  in  every  common  caufe,  refped- 
jng  either  chriftianity  or  public  liberty. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,  &c. 


i.KTTER 
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Of  the  Danger  of  the  Churchy  and  of  the  Teji  Laws^ 

Dear  Sir, 

THE  cry  of  the  church  hing  in  danger  ^  is  almofl: 
as  old  as  the  church  itfelf,  and  has  been 
kept  up  by  its  friends,  and  phyficians,  whenever  it 
has  fuited  their  piirpofe,  fronm  the  earlieft  times  to 
the  prefent  day.  This  has  ferved  as  an  excufe  for 
every  outrage  upon  others  j  as  if  nothing  was  ever 
meant  by  them,  but  to  fecure  itfelf.  And  thus  the 
mofl  bloody  and  offenfve  v/ars  are  often  made  under 
the  cover  of  being  merely  defenfive  ones,  which  are 
always  held  to  be  lawful.  The  church  of  Chrifi  is 
built  upon  a  rock,  and  we  are  alTured  that  the 
gates  of  hell  Jhall  not  prevail  againfl  it.  Now,  had  this 
church  of  yours,  whofe  fears  and  cries  have  always 
been  the  fignal  of  alarm  to  all  its  neighbours,  been 
made  of  proper  materials,  and  conftrufted  in  a  pro- 
per manner,  had  it  been  built  upon  this  rock  o^ truths 
it  would  never  have  had  any  thing  to  fear.  Its  own 
evidence  and  excellence  would  have  fupported  it. 

Should 
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Should  the  Jlate  itfelf  be  overturned,  the  people 
would,  of  themfelves,  and  from  prediledlion,  rein- 
ftate  their  favourite  church  in  all  its  former  rights  and 
privileges.  But  you  are  fenfible  it  has  not  this 
hold  on  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  you  juftly 
fufpecl  that,  if  any  misfortune  fhould  happen  to  it, 
they  would  never  rebuild  it,  but,  if  left  to  their 
own  free  choice,  would  adopt  fome  other  plan, 
more  ufeful  and  commodious. 

Time  was  when  your  church  pretended  to  fear 
where  no  fear  wasy  and  being  then  vigorous,  her 
cries  were  heard  as  the  roaring  of  a  lion.  Of  late 
fhe  has  been  fo  feeble,  that  we  only  amufe  ourfelves 
with  them  j  and  now  the  danger  is  really  tranf- 
ferred  from  us  to  herfelf. 

As  you,  Sir,  are  fo  tremblingly  alive  all  overj  for 
the  fate  of  this  dear  church  of  yours,  I  will  tell 
you  two  real  caules  of  apprehenfion  with  refpect 
to  It,  the  one  from  without,  and  the  other  from 
within. 

I.  Be  afraid  of  war,  or  any  thing  that  fhall  add 
to  the  public  burdens.  For  whenever  the  time 
Ihall  com.e  that  the  intereft  of  the  national  debt  can- 
not be  paid  (and  that  time  certainly  approaches) 
facred  as  the  property  of  the  church  might  be  in 
your  pious  hands,  in  whofe  mind,  as  you  fay, 
p.  147,  "a  continued  and  general  approbation  of 
**  the  church  eftablifhment  is  fo  worked,   that  you 

"  are 
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"  are  not  able  to  diftingulfh  what  you  have  learned 
"  from  others  from  the  refult  of  your  own  medita- 
"  tions ;"  other  perfons,  having  had  a  difFv^rent  edu- 
cation, may  be  able  to  make  this  diftindlion,  and 
without  any  dread  of  divine  judgments,  may,  while 
you  (land  aghaft  with  horror,  and  expiring  with  dif- 
may,  apply  the  hallowed  treafure  to  fome  unhallowed 
ufe.  Had  our  prefent  minifter  aftually  entered 
into  the  war  that  fome  fuppofe  he  did  not  do  wifely 
to  provoke,  and  the  confequence  had  been,  as  it 
probably  would,  the  addition  of  another  hundred 
millions  to  our  debt,  though  ycu  might  not  tremble 
for  what  you  confider  as  the  ark  ofGcd'm  this  coun- 
try, other  perfons,  whofe  faith  v/as  not  fo  flrong, 
certainly  would. 

You,  Sir,  appear  not  to  be  infenfible  of  the  new 
and  critical  fituation  into  which  immenfe  public 
debts  have  brought  mod  European  nations,  our 
own  not  excepted.  The  apparent  liability  of  thefe 
governments  has  encouraged  them  to  venture  upon 
a  fyftem,  which,  by  calling  forth  the  powers  of  fu- 
ture generations  in  aid  of  the  prefent,  has  enabled 
them  to  make  extraordinary  exertions  on  particular 
occafions.  Had  there  been  wifdom  in  thefe  exer- 
tions, poftericy,  being  benefited  by  them,  would 
have  reafon  to  thank  their  anceflors.  But  exer- 
tions of  this  kind  exceeding  the  natural  powers 
of  the  ftate,  have  refembled  thole  convulfive 
motions  ©f  the   mufcles  which  exhauft  their  force, 

and 
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and  debilitate  them  with  refpe6t  to  future  exertions. 
And  if  this  fyftem  be  purfued,  as  in  all  probability- 
it  will,  the  time  muft  come  when  even  thefe  ex- 
traordinary refources  will  fail,  and  we  fhall  then 
find  ourfelves  in  the  very  fame  difficulties  in  which 
the  French  are  involved  at  prefent. 

In  this  cafe  (which  it  behoves  us  to  be  looking 
forward  to,  that  we  may  coUeft  all  our  wifdom,  in  or- 
der to  lelTen  the  danger  with  which  it  threatens  us)  da 
you  imagine.  Sir,  that  we  Ihall  be  able  to  prefer ve 
our  prefent  government  in  all  its  forms,  civil  and  ec- 
clefiaftical,  any  more  than  the  French  have  been  able 
to  preferve  theirs  ?  Do  not  flatter  yourfelf  fo  much. 
Thatgreat  crifis  will  be  the  touchftone  to  our  govern- 
ment, as  well  as  to  that  of  France.  Whatever  Ihall 
be  then  thought  to  be  unfomd  in  the  conftitution, 
and  to  have  contributed,  diredtly  or  indiredly,  to 
bring  us  into  our  difficulties,  will  be  marked  for 
excifion  ;  and  if  we  muft,  as  it  were,  begin  again,  as 
the  French  have  found  themfelves  under  a  neQeflity 
of  doing,  we  Ihall,  no  doubt,  endeavour  to  begin 
upon  a  better  plan,  and  retain  as  few  as  poffible  of 
the  imperfeftions  of  which  we  now  complain,  and 
Ihall  then  complain  of  more. 

Is  it  not  our  immenfe  public  debt,  that  has  in 
various  ways  contributed  to  the  encreafed  pwer  of 
the  crown  (of  which  you,  Sir,  among  others,  not 
long  ago  complained)  and  is  it  poffible,  then,  that 
this  fnould  continue  the  fame,  when  this  debt,  which 

now 
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now  fupports  it,  can  no  longer  be  fiipported  ?  Is  not 
our  prefent  fliamefully  unequal  reprejentation  another 
circumftance  conneded  with  the  power  of  the 
crown,  giving  it  a  decided  majority  in  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  ?  Can  thisy  therefore,  be  continued, 
when  the  power  of  the  crown  is  diminifhed  ;  and 
will  not  thefe  great  changes  in  the  civil  conftitution 
be  followed  by  many  others  ? 

In  this  neceflary  reformation  of  the  civil  govern- 
ment, will  it  be  poflible,  think  you,  to  prevent  all 
enquiry  into  ecclefiajlkal  matters,  which  are  now  fo 
clofely  connefted  with  things  of  a  civil  nature  ?  In 
this  cafe,  is  it  a  certainty  that  any  church  eflablilli- 
ment  will  be  continued  j  or  if  there  be,  will  it   be 
precifely  that  which  now  fubfifts  ?  Will  the  bilhops 
retain  their  feats  in  Parliament  ?  Will  the  fpiritual 
courts    be  continued  ?  Will  the  clergy  be  main- 
tained by  tithes  ?  Will  the  dodlrines  of  the  church 
undergo  no  change  ?  Will  the  fubfcription  to  all  the 
thirty-nine  articles  be    ftill  enforced  ?    Will    the 
univerfities  remain  Ihut  to  the  DiOenters,  who  can- 
not fubfcribe  to  them  ?   Will  the  teft  laws  remain 
in  force,  to  exclude  us  from  all  civil  offices,  &c* 
&c.  &c.  ?    If  this  be  your  opinion,  greats   indeed, 
Sir,  \% your  faith,  greater,   1  imagine,  than  that  of 
many  an  archbifhop.  Though,  however,  it  Ihould  be 
equal  to  the  removing  of  all  thefe  mountains y  you  will, 
I  doubt  not,  imagine  this  favourite  church  of  yours 
«o  be  rather  fafer  in  times  o^ peace,  and  without  any 
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farther  encreafe  of  our  national  debt,  than  with  a 
war  that  might  double  it. 

II.  This  danger  from  without  is  uncertain,  and 
may  be  warded  off;  but  not  fo  that  from  within.  I 
mean  the  growing  light  of  the  age,  in  confequence 
of  which  we  are  more  and  more  fenfible  of  the  ab- 
llirdity  of  the  dodlrines,  the  infufficiency  of  the 
difcipline,  and  the  oppreffion  of  the  revenues,  of 
your  church.  The  people  of  this  country  will  at 
length  difcover  that  what  they  have  paid  fo  dearly 
for,  as  a  benefit^  Is  really  a  nui/ance,  that  it  is  hoftile 
to  the  cleared  truth,  and  fubverfive  of  rational  li- 
berty, that  very  liberty  for  which  you,  Sir,  profefs  to 
be  a  warm  advocate. 

Diffenters  of  one  denomination  or  another,  are 
very  much  increafed  of  late  years,  and  many  of  them 
are  avowedly  hoftile  to  every  eftablifliment.  The 
methodifts  are  by  no  means  attached  to  it.  Few 
of  them  ever  trouble  your  churches,  and  frequently 
in  great  bodies  become  diffenters  j  and  the  far 
greater  part  of  the  nominal  ^  churchmen  only  hold 
to  the  church  from  form  and  cuftom ;  the  more 
ferious  and  intelligent  of  them  earneftly  v/ifhing  for 
a  change,  but  defirous  of  promoting  it  without 
noife  or  rilk.  Few  perfons  of  rank  attend  your 
worlhip,  or  any  worfhip,  and  are  only  attached  to 
the  church  for  fecular  purpofes.  But  this  and  every 
thing  elfe,  fhort  of  a  real  approbation  and  predi- 

leftion. 
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Ie<flion,  are  uncertain  and  poor  props  for  fo  old  and 
decayed  a  building  as  yours  is. 

The  increafe  of  dilTenters  is  a  faft  that  you  and 
your  clergy  are  either  wholly  ignorant  of,  or  are 
ftrangely  inattentive  to.  1  fhall  mention  only  one 
inftance.  I  have  refided  in  Birmingham  only  ten 
years,  and  there  are  now  building  the  eighth,  the 
ninth,  and  the  tenth,  new  places  of  diffenting,  or  me- 
thodift  worfhip,  befides  another  building  converted 
into  a  place  of  worfhip,  in  this  town,  all  within  this 
Ihort  period,  nine  of  them  for  new  congregations, 
and  the  others  for  increafed  ones.  Another  is 
talked  of,  and  many  have  been  built  in  the  neio-h- 
bourhood ;  and  in  this  time  there  has  not  been  one 
additional  church,  or  chapel,  for  the  members  of  the 
church  of  England.  The  increafe  of  the  difTenters 
and  methodifts  in  Sheffield,  in  Leeds,  and,  I  have 
no  doubt,  in  other  manufaduring  towns,  has  been 
nearly  in  the  fame  proportion. 

Every  controverfy  in  which  churchmen  have 
meddled,  has  been  to  their  difadvantage.  The  heads 
of  the  church  therefore  now  wifely  difcourage  all 
controverfy.  But  even  this  policy  will  not  avaiUhem 
long.  Every  clergym^  is  not  wife,  and  foolsy  as 
they  fay,  will  he  meddling  ;  and  every  meddling  is 
to  their  hurt,  and  that  of  their  caufe. 

K  Let 
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Let  thinking  .people,  then,  judge  what  muft  be 
the  fate  of  a  church,  whofe  fundamental  doftrines 
are  diibclieved  by  men  of  fenfe  and  inquiry,  whofe 
articles  are  well  known  not  to  be  fubfcribed  bond 
fide  by  thofe  who  officiate  in  it,  while  the  truly  en- 
lightened and  ferious  either  keep  out  of  the  church, 
or  relinquifli  their  preferment  in  it.  And  this  is 
very  much  the  cafe  with  the  church  of  England  at 

preferjt. 

The  alliance  of  any  ftate  with  fo  we^k  and  tot- 
tering a  church  as  yours,  muft  either  be  difiblved, 
or  both  muft  fall  together.  And,  aftonifhed  as  you 
are  at  "  the  fteady  eye  with  which"  you  fay,  p.  85, 
"  we  are  prepared  to  view  the  greateft  calamity 
"  that  can  befal  this  country,"  the  dilTolution  of  this 
fatal  alliance  is  ftill  the  objeft  of  our  moft  ardent 
wilhes.  By  the  calmeft  reprefentations,  and  the 
moft  earneft  remonftrances,  we  are  endeavouring  to 
bring  about  a  peaceable  feparation,  attended  with 
no  calamity.  We  have  therefore  nothing  to  blame 
ourfelves  for,  if  that  calamity,  which  we  forefee, 
and  deplore,  but  which  the  obftinacy  of  others  may 
put  it  out  of  our  power  to  prevent,  lliould  come. 
Happy  is  fuch  a  country  as  America,  where  no 
fuch  alliance  as  that  of  church  and  Jiate  was  ever 
formed,  where  no  fuch  unnatural  mixture  of  eccle- 
fiaftical  and  civil  polity  was  ever  made.     They  fee 

onr 
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our  errors,  and  wifely  avoid  them.     We  alfo  may 
fee  them,  but  when  it  will  be  too  late. 

You,  Sir,  who  with  many  others  have  lately 
joined  in  the  cry  of  the  church  being  in  danger, 
have  thought  to  guard  it  bylaws  mdtejis,  excluding 
Diflenters  from  all  places  of  truft  and  profit*  Pay- 
ing our  full  (hare  to  the  public  taxes,  and  having 
always  diftinguifhed  ourfelves  by  our  induftry,  in. 
manufaftures  and  commerce  (all  our  trading  towns 
abounding  with  Diflenters)  we  thought  it  not  un- 
reafonable  to  requeft  arightof  admifllon,  at  the  will 
of  the  crown,  or  the  eledtion  of  our  fellow  fub- 
jefts,  to  fuch  advantages  as  arife  from  that  flourish- 
ing fl:ate  of  the  country  to  which,  it  is  not  denied 
that  we  have  eminently  contributed.  Thrice  we 
have  made  the  application,  and  twice  you.  Sir, 
made  no  oppofltion  to  us.  We  therefore  flattered 
ourfelves  that,  having  been  in  other  refpefts  a  friend 
to  equal  liberty^  efpecially  in  America  and  Ireland, 
where,  as  well  as  in  Scotland,  no  fuch  tefl:s  are  known, 
you  would  have  been  a  friend  to  us.  But  it  feems 
that,  after  deeply  ruminating  on  the  fubjed,  and 
having,  no  doubt,  prayed  for,  ahd,  as  you  thought, 
obtained,  more  light  than  you  had  before,  you  moft 
unexpededly,  and  with  peculiar  warmth  and  fierce- 
nefs,  oppofed  us  *. 

•  Let  Mr.  Burke's  conduft  with  rcfpedl  to  the  Teft  Aift,  be 
compared    with  the  following  paflage  in  his  prefent  pamphlet. 

K  a  «  You 
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As  you  have  given  fome  attention  to  the  caf^ 
of  the  DifTenters,  and,  in  your  fpeech  in  our  favour, 
complained  of  the  hardlhip  of  our  being  obliged  to 
fbbfcribe  to  the  articles  of  a  church  from  which 
we  derive  no  emolument,  I  wonder  that  you  do  not 
likewife  fee  the  unreafonablenefs  of  our  being  fub- 
je61:ed  to  any  other  hardfhip  on  the  fame  principle. 
As  we  derive  no  advantage  from  the  eitablifhed 
church,  we  ought  not  to  fufFer  any  unneceffary  dif- 
advantage  from  our  nonconformity  to  it.  But  we 
certainly  do  {oj  if  we  be  excluded  from  all  civil 
offices  and  emoluments  on  that  account.  Muft' 
the  members  of  this  favourite  church  of  yours  en- 
grofs  all  the  good  things  of  this  life,  as  well  as  thofe 
o( another,  and  muft  we  unfortunate  DifTenters  par- 
take of  neither  ? 

That  there  is  danger  threatening  your  church,  I 
clearly  fee.     But  the  method  you  have  adopted  has 

*«  You  do  not  imagine  that  I  wifli  to  confine  power,  authority,  and 
*'  diftindion,  to  blood,  and  names,  and  titles.  No,  Sir,  there  is 
"  no  qualification  for  government  but  true  virtue  and  wifdom. 
*'  Wherever  they  arc  aftually  found,  they  have,  in  whatever  ftate, 
"  condition,  profeffion,  or  trade,  the  paflport  of  heaven  to  human 
*'  place,  and  honour.  Woe  to  the  country  which  would  madly 
**  and  impioufly  rejed  the  fervice  of  the  talents  and  virtues,  civil, 
«  military,  or  religious,  that  arc  given  to  grace,  or  to  ferve  it,  and 
"  would  condemn  to  obfcurity  every  thing  formed  to  diffiife  luftrc 
"  and  glory  around  a  ftate."  p.  74. 

no 
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no  tendency  to  leffen,  but  only  to  increafe,  that  dan- 
ger. The  old  adage,  which  you  had  forgotten,  15 
divide  et  impera  ^  but  by  holding  us  all  out  as  equally 
objeds  of  exclufion  from  places  of  truft  and  power, 
you  give  us  a  common  intereft,  and  a  bond  of  union, 
which  we  liardly  thought  of  before.  Far  from 
being  difcouraged  by  our  repulfes,  we  ihali  not 
fail  to  renew  our  application  with  more  confidence 
than  ever,  feeing  nothing  but  juflice  on  our  fide, 
and  je^ous  bigotry  on  yours. 

Had  you  admitted  us  to  an  equal  participation 
of  civil  rights,  we  might  have  thought  lefs  of  our 
religious  ones.  Indeed,  perfons  who  are  candidates 
for  civil  offices  are  not  apt  to  be  zealous  in  matters 
o( religion  ;  or  if  they  were,  the  DilTenters  in  office 
being  greatly  out-numbered  by  the  members  of  the 
eilablifhed  church,  in  the  fame  or  fimilar  offices, 
and  aifo  divided  among  themfelves,  their  power  of 
hurting  the  ftate  would  have  been  nothing.  A  child 
in  politics  might  have  feen  thisj  but  you.  Sir,  did 
not. 

You  alfo  did  not  fee  that,  what  we  moft  of  all 
wilh,  and  what  you  have  the  greateft  reafon  to  dread, 
is  not  any  temporal  power,  or  influence,  that  we  have 
any  chance  of  acquiring.  This  we  think  little  about, 
but  difctiffiony  the  free  difcuffion  of  ievery  thing  re- 
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lating  to  religion.  For,  diftant  as  they  may  appear 
in  idea,  all  religious  fubjeifls  have  a  relation  to 
each  other,  the  dodrine  of  the  tefi  and  that  of  the 
trinity^  the  powerof  ajufliceof  the  peace  and  that 
of  a  bilhop  or  archbifliop.  Touch  but  any  ex- 
tremity of  the  web,  and  the  vibration  will  be  felt 
to  the  center,  ami  to  every  other  extremity. 

Your  clergy  themfelves  force  this  upon  us.  For 
they  cannot  rail  at  us  as  Diflenters,  but  they  muft 
needs  glance  at  our  opinions^  and  efpecially  fuch  as 
they  imagine  will  render  us  moft  obnoxious,  never 
forgetting  the  umiarianifm  of  m^ny  of  us.  Confe* 
quently,  when  we  defend  ourfelves  (not  being  apt 
to  entertain  doubts  of  the  goodnefs  of  our  caufe) 
we  purfue  our  antagonifts  through  the  whole  field 
of  their  argument.  We  boldly  affert  the  ufiiiy  of 
Gody  and  the  purity  and  flmplicity  of  his  worlhip. 
We  exclaim  againft  all  ufurpation  of  the  rights  of 
our  only  law-giver  Jefus  Chrift,  by  priefts  orkings, 
by  councils  or  parliaments.  On  thefe  topics  we 
are  always  ready  to  cry  aloud  andnotjpare.  In  this 
manner.  Sir,  you  raife  a  ftorm  the  force  of  which 
you  and  your  church  will  not  be  able  to  itand. 

It  is  amufing  to  obferve  how  very  differently 
the  fame  things  ftrike  different  perfons,  according 
to  their  previous  educations  and  habits  of  thinking. 
Dr.  Price  advifcs  thofe  who  objed  to  the  religion 
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prefcribed  by  public  authority,  and  wKo  yet  can- 
not altogether  approve  of  any  other,  that  is  openly 
profefTed  in  their  country,  to  fetup  a  feparate  wor- 
fhip  for  themfelves.    To  me  nothing  appears  more 
reafcnable  than  this  conduft;  and  yet  you.  Sir,  en- 
deavour, p.  15,  to  turn  it  into  ridicule;  no  doubt 
becaufe  to  you  it  really  appears  in  a  ridiculous  light. 
But  ridicule  is  not  the  tejl  of  truth,  and  if  reafon  and 
common  fenfe  is  to  be  heard,  itmufl:  furely  appear 
even  toyourfelf,  if  yourefledt  a  moment  on  the  fub- 
jed:,  that  upon  any  other  principle  than  that  of  Dr. 
Price,  no  reformation  can  be  juftified.     Becaufe, 
upon  the  very  fame  principle,  whatever  it  be,  that 
any  perfon  is  authorifed  to  diifent  from  a  mode 
of  worfhip  let  up  by  the  ft  ate ,  he  is  authorifed  to 
diflent  from  any  that  may  be  fet  up  hy private  pr- 
fons',  and  if  he  think  the  public  profeflion  of  reli- 
gion, in  the  form  oi public  worfjipyto  be  a  duty,  he 
is  obliged  in  confcience  to  fet  up  one  of  his  own, 
whether  more  or  fewer  perfons,  or  any  befides  his 
own  family,  will  join  him  in  it.     And  where.  Sir, 
would  be  the  great  inconvenience  of  mafters  of 
families,  of  whatever  rank,  being priefts  zs  well  as 
kings  in  their  own  houfhold  ?  What  is  therein  the 
duty  of  a  teacher  of  chriftianlty  that  you.  Sir,  are  not 
qualified  todifcharge?  Andthisagefurnifnesabun- 
cjant  helps  forthofe  who  are  not  qualified.   If  any 
K  4  thing 
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thingelfebe  an  obftru6tion  tothis  fcheme,  itmufta- 
rife  from  the  Influence  of  mere  falhion,  or  fuperftition. 

You,  Sir,  feem  to  dread  a  number  offecfs  among 
chriftians.  But  what  ferious  inconvenience  would 
arife  from  their  being  increafed  even  ten  fold  ?  It 
would  be  much  better  for  the  date,  than  if  there 
were  only  two.  Religious  bigotry  would  alfo  be 
diminifhed  by  this  means,  and  the  members  of 
thefe  facts  would  fooner  learn  to  exercife  charity 
for  each  other,  diftinguilbing  the  great  things  in 
which  all  chriftians  agree,  from  the  comparatively 
fmaller  things  in  which  any  of  them  differ.  In 
this  way,  alfo,  they  would  fooner  arrive  at  a  ration- 
al Uniformity ;  the  points  of  difference  being 
freely  canvaffed,  and  truth  prevailing,  and  efta- 
blifhing  itfelf,  as,  no  doubt,  it  will  in  the  end. 

I  am  now.  Sir,  about  to  relieve  your  attention, 
and  that  of  our  readers,  to  the  fubjed  of  the  con- 
netxiony  or,  as  it  is  called,  the  alliance,  between  the 
church  an(^  the  ftate ;  but  I  cannot  wholly  conclude 
without  expreffing  my  earneft  wifh  that  it  may  be 
thoroughly  confidcred   in  every  point  of  view. 

It  certainly  opens  afield  of  very  important  dif- 
cuffion  for  philofophers,  politicians,  and  divines  j 
and  it  is  not  to  be  treated  in  an  authoritative  dog- 
matical way.     The*  chriftian  minifters  Ihould  be 
paid  by  the  ftate,  rather  than  by  thofe  who  chufe 

to 
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to  be  inftructed  by  themi  that  they  ought  to  have 
temporal  courts,  with  the  power  of  inflifting  civil 
penalties  j  th^t  princes  ihould  have  the  nomination 
of  them  J  tliat  fome  of  them  Ihould  be  equal  in 
rank  and  power  to  temporal  peers  j  and  that  arti- 
cles of  faith  (hould  have  the  fancflion  of  a  temporal 
legiflature,  are  by  no  means  axioms^  or  felf  evi- 
dent truths,  in  a  fyftem  of  civil  policy.  There 
muft,  therefore  be  more  ftmple  principles^  from 
which,  if  they  be  proper  expedients  in  government, 
their  necefllty,  or  expedience,  may  be  deduced. 
Let  us  then  fee  what  thcfe  principles  are,  and  in 
what  manner  the  dedu6lion  is  made. 

It  cannot  be  faid,  that  the  necefllty  or  expedi- 
ence, of  this  mixture  of  civil  and  ecclefiaftical 
power  is  to  be  takenfor  granted 5  thefe  things  hav- 
ing never  been  found  afunderj  becaufe,  for  many 
centuries,  as  I  have  Ihewn,  all  the  particulars  men- 
tioned above  were  unknown  in  the chriftian  world, 
and  fome  of  them  are  comparatively  of  very  late 
date.  Let  us,  then,  examine  their  real  origin, 
and  confiderthecircumftances  in  which  they  arofes 
and  let  us  fee  whether  our  prefent  circumftances 
really  require  any  fuch  inftitutions. 

It  is  time,  however,  to  draw  the  attention  of  pc?- 
liticians  to  the  fubjed,  and  to  compare  ail  the  con- 
fequences  which  either  adually  have  attended,  or 

whicli 
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which    may  probably   attend,  each  of   the   two 

fchemes. 

Infinite,  as  every  perfon  acquainted  with  hiftory 
muft  acknowledge,  have  been  the  evils  that  have 
refulted  to  mankind,  and  efpecially  to  the  chriftian 
world,  from  the  interference  of  civil  power  in  mat- 
ters of  religion.  Hence  all  perfecution  in  every 
age,  and  almoft  all  the  hatred  and  animofity  that 
has  arifen  among  the  different  fefts  and  parties  of 
chriftians,  for  which  there  would  have  been  very 
little  food,  or  exercife,  if  civil  magiftrates  had  not 
interfered  in  the  difputes  of  tlieologians.  Hence  a 
great  additional  caufe  of  taxation,  and  generally  in 
the  mod  inconvenient  formj  and  hence  the  intro- 
dudion  of  a  totally  new  power,  which  it  has  been 
thought  necelTary  to  combine  with  the  old  ones  in 
the  fyflem  of  government,  and  which  has  gene^ 
rally  been  placed  on  a  par  with  all  the  rcfti  the 
church  and  thtfiaie  having  become  correlative  terms. 
And,  as  nothing  is  found  more  difficult  to  balance 
than  two  powers,  the  one  neceiTarily  gaining  what 
the  other  lofes,  the  ftruggle  between  thefc  two  was 
inceffant,  and  produdive  of  the  worft  effefts,  for 
many  centuries,  in  all  parts  of  chriftendom.  At 
t^e  reformation  the  power  of  the  church  was  very 
much  broken,  but  ftill  too  much  of  it  remains  in 
all  countries,  and  more  of  it  in  this,  than   in  any 

Proteftant 
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Proteflant  ftate  whatever.  For  in  no  other  of  them 
have  ecclefiaftics  a  feat  in  the  fupreme  legiflature  of 
the  nation. 

Though  the  power  of  the  church  was  derived 
from  the  feudal  fyftem,  this  moft  abfurd  of  all  its 
parts  ftill  remains,  when  many  other  parts  of  ir, 
far  lefs  exceptionable  and  inconvenient,  have  been 
abolifhed.  But  as  the  church  cannot  now  fubfift  of 
itfelf,  as  it  did  formerly,  when  it  overawed  the 
whole  of  the  ftate,  it  gives  a  vaft  additional  power 
to  the  crown,  on  which  it  is  now  wholly  de- 
pendent ;  our  princes  having  affumed  that  fupre^ 
macy  over  the  church,  which  had  been  ufurped  by 
the  popes. 

Here,  then,  is  an  ample  field  of  argument; 
and  why  may  not  this  difcuflion  be  as  cool  and  ami- 
cable as  any  other  ?  You,  Sir,  have  made  it  a  fub- 
jed:  of  popular  declamation,  rather  than  of  difpaf- 
fionate  reafoning ;  but  that  need  not  hinder  others 
from  taking  it  up  in  a  different  and  better  manner: 
and  if  you  will  pleafe  to  change  your  flyle,  and 
afllime  the  charader  of  a  philofopher,  and  not  that 
of  a  mere  rhetoricianj  it  will  be  very  agreeable  to 
us  to  have  you  of  the  party.  You  are  now  of  an 
age  in  which  1  fhould  have  imagined,  that  the 
powers  of  the  imagination  would  have  been  more 
checked  by  thofe  of  reafom  and  on  this  fubjedl,  ima- 
gination 
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giiiationy  as  well  as  the  ;pqffionSy  Iliould  be  ablb- 
liiteiy  filent,  and  the  friends  and  enemies  of  church 
eftablilhments  ihould  fimply  reafon  together. 

It  is  time  that  we  no  longer  halt  between  two  opi- 
nionsy  fo  very  important  and  oppofite  to  each  other, 
as,  whether  religion  fhould  be  Jeft  to  every  man's 
free    choice,    like   philofophy,    or    medicine,     or 
it   fliould   be    impofed  upon  men,    whether  they 
chufe  it  or  not;  whether  any  man,  or  body  of 
men,  have  a  right  to  prefcribe  articles  of  faith  to 
others,  or  whether  every  man  (hould  be  left  to  think 
and  ^cl^for  himfelf  in  this  refpeft,   accountable 
(pnly  to  God,  and  his  own  confcience.    Let  us  come 
to  a   ferious  {[fue  in  this  bufinefs,   and  if  chriflian 
ftates  have  gone  upon  wrong  and  erroneous  prin- 
ciples, neither  agreeable  to  truth,  nor  favourable 
to  the  interefts  of  fociety,  let  them  by  all  means  be 
reformed,  and  as  fpeedily,  and  with  as  little  incon- 
venience, as  poffible.     Or,  if  the  conftitution  we 
complain  of  be  a  good  one,  or  the  hefi  all  things 
confidered,  let  it  appear  to  be  fo,  in  fair  and  open 
difcuffion,  and  we  Ihall  acquiefce  in  it. 

In  thefe  Letters,  I  have  by  no  means  exhaufted 
this  fubje6l.  Much  more  remains  to  be  faid,  and 
much  more  I  have  myfelf  advanced  in  other  pub- 
lications, efpecially  in  the  fecond  edition  of  my  EJfay 
en  the  principles  of  civil  government^  which  includes 

I  what 
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what  I  have  advanced  on  church  aiilJ^oriiyy  In  reply- 
to  Dr.  Balguy;  and  in  my  Familiar  ktters  addrejjed 
to  the  inhabitants  of  ^itminghain.  \ 

To  fhevv  that  I  am  not  fingular  in  my  opinion  of 
the  impropriety  oF  civil  eftablifhments  of  religion, 
I  would  more  particularly  recommend  to  your  no- 
tice, and  that  of  my  readers,  an  excellent  tra<5t  of 
Mr.  Berrington's,  intitled,  The  Rights  of  Bije::ters ; 
iior  is  he  the  only  Catholic  who  fees  this  bLifi- 
nt^^Oi  the  alliance  of  church 'and  Jf ate  m  the  fame 
light'that  I  do.  Different  as  are  our  fyflems  of 
religion,  in  a  variety  of  important  refpefts,  we 
are  equally  willing  that. they  fhould  fland  or  fall 
by  their  proper  evidence,  and  we  aik  no  aid  of  the 
civil  power  to  fupport  them. 

I  fhall  clofe  this  article  with  an  extraft  from  Dr, 
Ramjays  Hijlory  of  the  American  Revolution.  Speaking 
of  the  new  forms  of  government  which  were  framed 
after  the  emancipation  of  the  Americans  from  their 
fubjeflion  to  this  country,  he  fays,  Vol.  I.  p.  ^^^^ 
*' It  was  one  of  the  peculiarities  of  thefe  forms   of 
"  government,  that  all  religious  eftablilhments  were 
"  abolillied.      Some  retained  a  conftitutional  dif- 
"  tindion  between  chriftians  and  others,  with  refpecl 
"  to  eligibility  to  office  j    but  the  idea  of  fupport- 
*'  ing  one  denomination  at  the  expence  of  others, 
"  or  of  raifing  any  one  feci  of  proteftants  to  a  legal 

pre- 
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"  pre-eminence,  was  unlverfally  reprobated.  The 
"  alliance  between  church  and  Jiate  was  compleatly 
"  broken,  and  each  was  left  to  fupport  itfelf  inde- 
*'  pendent  of  the  other.  The  world,*'  he  fays. 
Vol.  II.  p.  317,  "  will  foon  fee  the  refult  of  an 
**  experiment  in  politics,  and  be  able  to  determine 
**  whether  the  happinefs  of  fociety  is  encreafed  by 
"  religious  eftablifhments,  or  diminilhed  by  the 
"  want  of  them.'*  It  is  an  experiment,  I  will  add, 
on  a  fufBciently  large  fcale,  and  in  a  very  reafon- 
able  time^  we  may  cxpeft  to  fee  the  refult  of  the 
procels. 

I  am.  Dear  Sir, 

Yours,  &c. 


LETTER 
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LETTER    XIV. 

Of  the  ProfpeB  of  the  general  Enlargement  of  Uherty^ 
civil  and  religious,  opened  by  the  Revolution  in 
France. 

Dear  Sir, 

I  CANNOT  conclude  thefe  LetterSy  without  con- 
gratulating, noiyou.  Sir,  or  the  many  admirers  of 
your  performance,  who  have  no  feeling  o^joy  on  the 
occafion,  but  the  French  nation,  and  the  worlds  I  mean 
the  liberal,  the  rational,  and  the  virtuous  part  of  the 
world,  on  the  great  revolution  that  has  taken  place 
in  France,  as  well  as  on  that  which  fome  time  ago 
took  place  in  America.  Such  events  as  thefe  teach 
the  dodtrine  of  liberty,  civil  and  religious,  with  in- 
finitely greater  clearnefs  and  force,  than  a  thoufand 
treatifes  on  the  fubjedt.  They  fpeak  a  language 
intelligible  to  all  the  world,  and  preach  a  doftrine 
congenial  to  every  human  heart. 

Thefe  great  events,  in  many  refpeds  unparal- 
leled in  all  hiftory,  make  a  totally  new,  a  mod  won- 
derful, and  important,  jera  in  the  hiftory  of  man- 
kind.    It  is,  to  adopt  your  own  rhetorical  ftyle,  a 

change 


1 44  LETTERS      TO 

change  from  darknefs  to  light,  from  fu perdition  to 
found  knowledge,  and  from  a  mofh  debafing  fervi- 
tude  to  a  (late  of  the  moft  exalted  freedom.  It  is 
a  liberating  of  all  the  powers  of  man  from  that 
variety  of  fetters,  by  which  they  have  hitherto  been 
held.  So  that,  in  comparifon  with  what  has  been, 
now  only  can  we  expeft  to  fee  what  men  really  are, 
and  what  they  can  do. 

The  generality  of  governments  have  hitherto 
been  little  elfe  than  a  combination  of  tije  feWy 
againfl:  the  many ;  and  to  the  mean  paffions  and  low 
ctinning  of  thefe  few,  have  the  great  interefts  of 
mankind  been  too  long  facrificed.  Whole  nations 
have  been  deluged  with  blood,  and  every  fource 
of  future  profperity  has  been  drained,  to  gratify 
the  caprices  of  fome  of  the  moft  defpicable,  or  the 
iTiofl  execrable,  of  the  hum.an  fpecies.  For  what 
elfe  have  been  the  generality  of  kings,  their  minif- 
ters  of  ftate,  or  their  miftreffes,  to  whofe  wills  whole 
kingdoms  have  been  fubjeft?  What  can  v/e  fay  of 
thofe  who  have  hitherto  taken  the  lead  in  conduc- 
ing the  affairs  of  nations,  but  that  they  have  com- 
monly been  either  weak  or  wicked,  and  fometimes 
both  ?  Hence  the  common  reproach  of  all  hiftories, 
that  they  exhibit  little  more  than  a  view  of  the  vices 
and  miferies  of  mankind.  From  this  time,  there- 
fore, we  may  exped  that  it  will  wear  a  different,  and 

more  pleafing  afpeft.  - 

Hitherto, 
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Hitherto,  alio,  infinite  have  been  the  mifchieis 
in  which  all  nations  have  been  involved  on   account 
of  religion,  with  which,  as  it  concerns  only  God  and 
men's  own  confciences,  civil  govemnnenti  as  fuch, 
has  nothing  to  do.     Statefmen,  nnifled  by  ignorant 
or  interefted  priefts,  have  taken  upon  them  to  pre- 
fcribe  what  men  fhould  believe  and  pra6tice,  in  or- 
der to  get  to  heaven,  when  they  themfelves  have 
often  neither  believed,  nor  praflifed,  any  thing  under 
that  defcription.     They  have  fet  up  idols,  to  v/hich  ^ 
all  men,  under   the   fevereft  penakies,  have  been 
compelled  to  bow ;   and  the  wealth  and  pov/er  of 
populous  nations,  which  might  have  been  employee! 
in  great  and  ufeful  undertakings,  have  been  diverted  i 
from  their  proper  channels,   to  enforce  their  un-i-^ 
righteous  decrees.     By  this  means   have  mankifid 
been  kept  for  ages  in  a  ftate  of  bondage  worfe  thaA^^ 
Egyptian,  the  bondage  of  the  mind.  '—-.  '^'^ 

How  glorious,  then,  is  the  prorpe<5l,  the  reverf^'^ 
of  all  the  paft,  which  is  now  opening  upon  us,  and 
upon  the  world.  Government,  we  may  now  expeft 
to  fee,  not  only  in  theory,  and  in  booksy  but  in  a6lual 
praflice,  calculated  for  the  general  good,  and  taking 
no  more  upon  it  than  the  general  good  requires ;  ^ 
leaving  all  men  the  enjoyment  of  as  many  of  their 
natural  rights  as  poflible,  dnd  no  more  interfering 
with  matters  of  religion,  with  men's  notions  ccn- 
cerning  God,  and  a  future  ftate,  than  with  philo- 
fophy,  or  medicine. 

L  After 
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After  the  noble  example  of  America,  we  may 
cxpeft,  in  due  time,  to  fee  the  governing  powers  of 
all  nations  confining  their  attention  to  thef  civil  con- 
cerns of  them,  and  confulting  their  welfare  in  the 
prefcnt  ftate  only ;  in  confequence  of  which  they 
may  all  be  flourifhing  and  happy.  Truth  of  all  kinds, 
and  efpecially  religious  truthy  meeting  with  no  ob- 
ftru(5tion,  and  Handing  in  no  need  of  heteroge- 
neous fupports,  will  then  eftablifh  itfelf  by  its  own 
evidence  j  and  whatever  isfalfe  and  delufive,  all  the 
forms  of  fuperftition,  every  corruption  of  true  re- 
ligion, and  all  ufurpation  over  the  rights  of  cpn- 
fcience,  which  have  been  fupported  by  power  or 
prejudice,  will  be  univerfally  exploded,  as  they  ought 
to  be. 

Together  with  the  general  prevalence  of  the 

true  principles  of  civil  government,  we  may  expect 

to  fee  the  extindion  of  all  national  prejudice  and 

enmity,  and  the  eftablifhment  of  univerfal  pace  and 

good  will  among  all  nations.     When  the  affairs  of 

the  various  focieties  of  mankind  fhall  be  conduced 

by  thofe  who  Ihall  truly  reprefent  them,  who  fhafl 

feel  as  they  feel,  and  think  as  they  think,  who  fhall 

really  underftand,  and  confult  their  interefts,  they 

will  no  more  engage   in  thofe  mutually  offenfive 

warsy  which  the  experience  of  many  centuries  has 

Ihown  to  be   conftantly   expenfive   and    ruinous. 

They  will  no  longer  covet  what  belongs  to  others, 

and  which  they  have  found  to  be  of  no  real  fervice 

4  ^ 
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to  them,  but  will  content  thennfeives  with  making 
the  mofl  of  their  oWn. 

The  very  idea  of  dijlant  pffeJUions  will  be  even 
ridiculed.  The  Eaft  and  the  Well  Indies,  and 
every  thing  without  ourfelvcs  will  be  difregarded, 
and  wholly  excluded  from  all  European  fyltems; 
and  only  thofe  divifions  of  men,  and  of  territory, 
will  take  place,  which  the  common  convenience  re- 
quires, and  not  fuch  as  the  mad  and  infatiable  am.- 
bition  of  princes  demands.  No  part  of  America, 
Africa,  or  Afia,  will  be  held  in  fubjeflion  to  any 
part  of  Europe,  and  all  the  intercourfe  that  will  be 
kept  up  among  them,  will  be  for  their  mutual  ad- 
vantage. 

The  caufes  of  civil  wars,  the  mofl  diftrefling  of 
all  others,  will  likewife  ceafe,  as  well  as  thofe  of 
foreign  ones.  They  are  chiefly  contentions  for 
cffices,  on  account  of  the  power  and  emoluments 
annexed  to  them.  But  when  the  nature  and  ufes 
of  all  civil  ofRces  fhall  be  well  underftood,  the  pow- 
er and  emoluments  annexed  to  them,  will  not  be 
an  object  fufficient  to  produce  a  war.  Is  it  at  all 
probable,  that  there  will  ever  be  a  civil  war  in  Ame- 
rica about  the  prefidentfhip  of  the  United  States  ? 
And  when  the  chief  magiftracies  in  othei  countries 
fhall  be  reduced  to  their  proper  ftandard,  they  will 
be  no  more  worth  contending  for,  than  they  are  in 
America.     If  the  a-^ual  bufinefs  of  a  nation  be  done 

L  2  as 
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as  well  for  the  fnaall  emolument  of  that  prefident- 
fhip,  as  the  fimilar  bufinefs  of  other  nations,  there 
will  be  no  apparent  reafon  why  more  fhould  be 
given  for  doing  it. 

If  there  be  a  fuperfluity  of  public  money,  it  v/ill  not 
be  employed  to  augment  the  profufion,  and  increafe 
the  undue  influence,  of  individuals,  but  in  works 
of  great  public  utility,  which  are  always  wanted, 
and  which  nothing  but  the  enormous  expences  of 
government,  and  of  wars,  chiefly  occafioned  by  the 
ambition  of  kings  and  courts,  have  prevented  from 
being  carried  into  execution.  The  expence  of  the 
late  American  war  only  would  have  converted  all 
the  wafl:e  grounds  of  this  country  into  gardens. 
What  canals,  bridges,  and  noble  roads,  what  public 
buildings,  public  libraries,  and  public  laboratories, 
&c.  &c.  would  it  not  have  made  for  us  ?  If  the  pride 
of  nations  mud  be  gratified,  let  it  be  in  fuch  things 
as  thefe,  and  not  in  the  idle  pageantry  of  a  court, 
calculated  only  to  corrupt  and  enflave  a  nation. 

Another  caufe  of  civil  wars  has  been  an  attach- 
ment to  certain  perfons  and  families,  as  poflefl!ed. 
of  fome  inherent  right  to  kingly  power.  Such  were 
the  bloody  wars  between  the  houfes  of  York  and 
Lancaflier,  in  this  country.  But  when,  befides 
the  reduAion  of  the  power  of  crowns  within  their 
proper  bounds  (when  it  v/ill  be  no  greater  than  th& 
public  good  requires)  that  kind  of  refped  for  princes 

^  which 
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which  is  founded  on  mere  fuperftition  (exa6tly  fimi- 
lar  to  that  which  has  been  attached  to  priefts  in  all 
countries)  fhall  vanifh,  as  all  fuperftition  certainly 
will  before  real  knowledge,  wife  nations  will  not 
involve  thennfelves  in  war  for  the  fake  of  any  par- 
ticular perfons,  or  families,  who  have  never  fhewn 
an  equal  r-egard  for  them.  They  will  confider  their 
own  intereft  more,  and  that  of  their  magifirates, 
that  is,  ^twfervantSj  lefs. 

Other  remaining  caufes  of  civil  war  are  different 
opinions  about  modes  of  government,  and  differ- 
ences of  interefts  between  provinces.  But  when 
mankind  fhall  be  a  little  more  accuftomed  to  re- 
flexion, and  confider  the  miferies  of  civil  v/ar,  they 
will  have  recourfe  to  any  other  method  of  deciding 
their  differences,  in  preference  to  that  of  the  fv/ord.  It 
was  taken  for  granted,  that  the  moment  America  had 
thrown  off  the  yoke  of  Great  Britain,  the  different 
ftates  would  go  to  war  am.ong  the mfe Ives,  on  Ibme 
of  thefe  accounts.  But  the  event  has  not  verified 
the  prediftion,  nor  is  it  at  all  probable  that  it  ever 
will.  The  people  of  chat  country  are  wifer  than 
fuch  prophets  in  this. 

\{timeht  allowed  for  the  difculTion  of  differences, 
fo  great  a  majority  will  form  one  opinion,  that  the 
minority  will  fee  the  neceffity  of  giving  way.  Thus 
will  reajon  be  the  umpire  in  all  difputes,  and  ex- 

L  3  tinguifli 
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tinguifh  civil  wars  as  well   as  foreign  ones.     The 
ernpire  of  reafon  will  ever  be  the  reign  of  peace. 

This,  Sir,  will  be  the  happy  ftate  of  things,  dif- 
tinftly  and  repeatedly  foretold  in  many  prophe- 
cies, delivered  more  than  two  thoufand  years  ago  ; 
when  the  common  parent  of  mankind  will  caufe 
wars  to  ceaje  to  the  ends  of  the  earthy  when  men  jh all 
heat  their  fwords  into  plough -Jhares,  and  their  Jpears 
into  pruning  hooks ;  when  nation  Jhall  no  more  rife  up 
againfi  nation,  and  when  they  pall  learn  war  no  more. 
If.  ii.  4."  Micah  iv.  3.  This  is  a  ftate  of  things 
which  good  fenfe,  and  the  prevailing  fpirit  of  com- 
merce, aided  by  chriflianity,  and  true  philofophy, 
cannot  fail  to  cffe6t  in  time.  But  it  can  never  take 
place  while  mankind  are  governed  in  the  wretched 
manner  in  which  they  now  are.  Vox  peace  can 
never  be  eftablifhed,  but  upon  the  exdnftion  of  the 
caufesofwary  which  exift  in  all  the  prefent  forms 
of  government,  and  in  the  polidcal  maxims  which 
will  always  be  encouraged  by  them.  I  menuon 
this  topic  in  a  letter  to  you,  on  the  idea  that  you  are 
a  real  believer  in  revelation,  though  your  defence 
of  all  church  eftabiifhments,  as  fuch,  is  no  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  this  opinion  j  the  moft  zealous 
abettors  of  them,  and  the  moft  determined  enemies 
of  all  reformation,  having  been  unbelievers  in  all 
religion,  which  they  have  made  ufe  of  merely  as 

an  ens;ihe  of  flate. 

^  In 
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In  this  new  condition  of  the  world,  there  nnay  ftill 
be  kingSy  but  they  will  be  no  longer  Jovereigns^  or 
fupremelordsy  no  hunnan  beings  to  whom  will  be 
afcribed  fuch  titles  as  thofe  of  moji  Jacredj  or  mofi 
excellent  majejly.  There  will  be  no  more  fuch  a 
profanation  of  epithets,  belonging  to  God  only,  by 
the  application  of  them  to  mortals  like  ourfelves. 
There  will  be  magijirates,  appointed  and  paid  for 
the  confervation  of  order,  but  they  will  only  be  con- 
fidered  as  the  ^Y^Jervants  of  the  people^  and  account- 
able to  them.  Standing  armies,  thofe  inftruments 
of  tyranny,  will  be  unknown,  though  the  people 
may  be  trained  to  the  ufe  of  arms,  for  the  purpofe 
of  repelling  the  invafion  of  Barbarians.  For  no 
other  defcription  of  men  will  have  recourfe  to  war, 
or  think  ofdifturbing  the  repofe  of  others  j  and 
till  they  become  civilized,  as  in  the  natural  progre(s 
of  things  they  necefTarily  muft,  they  will  be  fuffi- 
ciently  overawed  by  the  fuperior  power  of  nations 
that  are  fo. 

There  will  ftill  be  religion,  and  of  courfe  minifters 
of  itj  as  there  will  be  teachers  of  philofophy,  and 
praditioners  in  medicine  j  but  it  will  no  longer  be 
the  concern  of  the  ftate.  There  will  be  no  more 
Jjord  Bijhops,  or  Archbijhops,  with  the  titles,  and 
powers,  of  temporal  princes.  Every  man  will 
provide  religion  for  hiinfelf  j  and  therefore  it  wiH 
be  fuch  as,  after  due  enquiry,  and  examination,  he 
L4  IhaU 
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fhall  think  to  be  founded  on  truth,  and  beft  calcu- 
lated to  make  men  good  citizens,  good  friends, 
^nd  good  neighbours  in  this  world,  as  well  as  to  fit 
them  for  another. 

Government,  being  thus  fimple  in  its  objefts, 
will  be  unfpeakabiy  lefs  expenfive  than  it  is  at  pre- 
fent,  as  well  as  far  more  effeSlual  in  anfwering  its 
proper  purpofe.  There  will  then  be  little  to  provide 
for  befides  the  adminiftration  of  juilice,  or  the  pre- 
fervation  of  the  peace,  which  it  will  be  the  intereft 
of  every  man  to  attend  to,  in  aid  of  government. 

They  are  chiefly  our  vices  and  follies  that  lay  us 
under  contribution,  in  the  form  of  the  taxes  we  now 
pays  and  they  will,  ofcourfe,  become  fuperfluous, 
as  the  world  grows  wifer  and  better.  It  is  a  moft 
iinreafonable  fum  that  we  now  pay  for  the  fmgle  ar- 
ticle oigovernmeyit.  We  give,  perhaps,  the  amount 
of  one  half  of  our  property,  for  the  fecure  enjoyment 
of  the  reft,  which,  after  all,  for  want  of  a  good  po- 
lice, is  very  infecure. 

However,  the  ■enormous  debts  v/hich  our  pre- 
fect fyftems  of  government,  and  the  follies  of  our 
o-overnors,  have  intailed  upon  us,  like  all  other 
evils  in  the  plan  of  providence,  promife  to  be  even- 
tually the  caufs  of  the  greateil  good,  as  necelTary 
means  of  bringing  about  the  happy  ftate  of  things 
^bove  defcribed.  And  the  improvement  of  Europe 
may  ferve  as  aji  example  to  the  reft  of  the  world, 

and 
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and  be  the  inftrument  of  other  important  changes, 
which  I  fhall  not  dwell  upon  in  this  place. 

By  means  of  national  dehts,  the  wheels  of  (everal 
European  governments  are  already  fo  much  clogged, 
that  it  is  impoflible  they  fliould  go  on  much  lon- 
ger. We  fee  our  taxes,  even  without  war,  con- 
tinually increafing.  The  very  peace  eftablifhrrient 
of  France  could  not  be  kept  up  any  longer,  and 
the  fame  muH  foon  be  the  fituation  of  other  nati- 
ons. All  the  caufes  which  have  operated  to  the 
augmentation  of  thefe  debts,  continue  to  operate,  and 
with  increafed  force  j  fo  that  our  approach  to  this 
great  £r///j  of  our  affairs,  is  not  equable,  but  acce- 
lerated. The  prefent  gejieration  has  (ttn  the  debt 
of  this  nation  rife  from  a  mere  trifle  to  an  amount 
that  already  threatens  ruin.  And  will  not  the  next 
generadon,  if  not  the  prefent,  fee  this  ruin  ? 

If  the  prefent  change  of  the  French  government, 
brought  on,  to  ufe  a  phrafe  of  yours,  by  fjcal  dif- 
ficulties^ has  been  attended  with  fuch  an  interruption 
of  their  manufactures,  fuch  a  ftagnation  of  their 
commerce,  and  fuch  a  diminution  of  their  current 
fpecie,  as  has  greatly  added  to  the  difficulties  of 
that  country  -,  what  are  w^e  to  exped,  from  a  fimilar 
crifis,  in  this  country,  which  depends  fo  much  more 
upon  manufaflures  and  commerce  than  France  ever 
did,  and  which  has  far  lefs  refource  within  itfelf  ? 


If 
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If  you,  Sir,  together  with  your  old  or  your  new- 
friends,  canfteerthe  fliip  of  the  ftate  through  the 
ftorm,  which  we  all  fee  to  be  approaching,  you  will 
have  more  wifdomand  fteadinefs  than  has  yet  been 
found  in  any  who  have  hitherto  been  at  the  head  of 
our  affairs.  And  if,  in  thefe  circunmftances,  you 
can  lave  the  church ,  ?ls  well  as  the  Jiate,  you  will 
' deCcrvt  nolens  t\-\3.n canonization^  2Lnd  St.  Edmund 
will  be  the  greateft  name  in  the  calendar.  But, 
great  occafions  call  forth,  and  in  a  manner  create, 
great  and  unknown  ability,  as  we  have  lately  feen 
in  the  hiflory  of  the  American  revolution.  A  good 
providence  alfo  governs  the  world,  and  therefore 
we  need  not  defpair. 

If  the  condition  of  other  nations  be  as  much  bet- 
tered as  that  of  France  will  probably  be,  by  her 
improved  fyftem  of  government,  this  great  crifis, 
dreadful  as  it  appears  in  profpeft,  will  be  a  con- 
jiimmation  devoutly  to  he  wij})ed  for,  and  though  ca- 
lamitous to  many,  perhaps  to  many  innocent  per- 
fons,  will  be  eventually  moft  glorious  and  happy. 

To  you.  Sir,  all  this  may  appear  fuch  wild  de- 
clamation, as  your  treatife  appears  to  me.  But  fpe- 
culations  of  this  kind  contribute  to  exhilarate  my 
mind,  as  the  confideration  of  the  French  revolution 
has  contributed  to  difturb  and  diftrefs  yours  j  and 
thus  is  verified  the  common  proverb,  which  fays. 
One  man's  meat  is  another  man's  pijon.     If  this  be 

a  dream^ 
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a  dream,  it  is,  however,  a  pleafing  one,  and  has 
nodiing  in  it  malignant,  or  unfriendly  to  any. 
All  that  I  look  to  promifes  no  exclufive  advantage 
to  myfelf,  or  my  friends  -,  but  an  equal  field  for 
every  generous  exertion  to  all,  and  it  makes  the 
great  objeft  of  all  our  exertions  to  be  the  public  good, 

I  am.  Dear  Sir, 

Your  very  humble  fervant, 

J.  PRIESTLEY. 

Birminghami  Jan,  i,  1791. 
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